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FOREWORD 


"T‘HAT Jesus Christ is the fountain- 

head and the very life of Christian- 
ity is one point upon which a dissenting 
Christendom full of creedalism must 
agree. As to differences from a theolog- 
ical standpoint, or any other standpoint 
between the denominations of the church 
at large, we will have but little, if any- 
thing, to say—except as they may have a 
direct bearing upon the subject. 

Volumes upon volumes have been writ- 
ten dealing with church wunity—that 
much-to-be-desired goal—and many of 
them are so exceptionally able as to make 
further disquisition along precisely the 
same lines superfluous. It will not be out 
of place, however, to recognize the differ- 
ence between certain kinds of interde- 


nominationalism and the much-sought- 
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after unity of which we have read so 
much. Neither will it be a mistake to 
call attention to a few instances such as 
will tend to show the actual trend of pres- 
ent efforts, but our main purpose shall be 
to set forth, more clearly than has been 
done to any great extent, reasons why 
church unity and efforts of various de- 
nominations should stop at a certain 
point, and we shall endeavor to clearly 
indicate where to stop. 

Some assertions that will be made 
may astound those who have not consid- 
ered the subject, and to some the warn- 
ing is unnecessary; but to all who care to 
investigate the subject further, the fol- 
lowing pages will be an incentive to con- 
tinued thought and research. 


INTRODUCTION 


UR first assertion in the ‘Fore- 
word” was that Christ is the found- 
er of Christianity, and just as surely as 
we can all agree as to the element of fact 
contained in that statement we must ad- 
mit that, in spite of its spread to every 
quarter of the globe, no movement has 
been more harassed, or has come in con- 
tact with so many diverting influences, as 
has this one simple and absolutely essen- 
tial doctrine. 

It is necessary, if we are to accom- 
plish the purpose we seek, to lay a simple 
foundation in order that those who may 
read this book can readily gain the 
author’s perspective. 

In the beginning were the Christ and 
his doctrine; then the church he came to 


establish. Persecutions and perplexing 
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problems offered obstacles from the first. 
It is with the problems that we of to-day 
are most vitally concerned. Persecutions, 
which constituted one of the chief prob- 
lems of the early Christians, though not 
as great in number as through the later 
centuries, were probably as great in pro- 
portion to the numbers supporting true 
Christianity, but the early persecutions 
were persecutions of the Christ and the 
church, while later persecutions were car- 
ried forward by the church, which 
claimed Christ as its foundation. 

The discipline necessary to apply to 
Peter in order that he might see that the 
gospel was for Gentile, as well as Jew, is 
a discipline that it has been necessary to 
bring into play on numberless occasions; 
but it is certain that man’s persecution of 
man through the ages has not been a part 
_of the divine discipline, however much it 
may have been productive of constructive 
reaction. 
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Without attempting to rehearse those 
things connected with the monopoly 
gained when the Papacy set up its claims 
to succession to the mythically supreme 
chair of St. Peter, we wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact that it is here that Chris- 
tianity received its greatest blow, and it 
is from this same source that it is meet- 
ing with its greatest peril to-day. The 
union of church and state, and the vest- 
ing of so great an authority in one man 
as was vested in the early Roman em- 
perors and later in the Pope, led to the 
natural earthly desire to increase the 
number of the church’s subjects and the 
_ worldly possessions of the church and its 
head. Both objects could be attained by 
one method of procedure: that of forcing 
into the church the great hordes of pa- 
gans—or heathen—on every hand and 
making them subject to the Papal See, as 
well as imposing taxes upon them. This 


was an object the advantages of which 
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were not to be lost sight of by those de- 
siring temporal enrichment. 

Any person familiar with history need 
not be reminded that the temporal sword 
proved an effective means of bringing 
into the church, first the pagan Romans, 
and then the heathen nations subject to 
Rome. The effect upon Christianity was 
startling, to say the least. A most vivid 
picture of this situation was given in the 
argument used by the defense when Hon. 
Thomas E. Watson was arraigned in the 
courts in Georgia during November, 1916 
(charged with obscenity), for having 
printed in Latin a portion of Liguori’s 
Roman Catholic theology, a theology that 
had been unqualifiedly endorsed at the 
Vatican; and, though many persons dif- 
fer with Mr. Watson in his views on 
Foreign Missions in a greater or a less 
degree, we must recognize his sound rea- 
soning on this question. : 

Among the many things-which Mr. 
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Watson introduced, to prove his position 
justified, was this: That the Roman 
Church is essentially non-Christian, anti- 
scriptural, not based on the Bible, but a 
motley compound of Greek mythology, 
Roman paganism, Oriental Buddhism and 
heathen pantheism. 

In the course of the trial, Mr. Wat- 
son, pleading his own defense, had the 
following to say as to the paganization of © 
Christianity: 


“Defendant was obliged to show how the 
emperors (Roman) who followed after Constan- 
tine made laws compelling all pagans to profess 
the Christian faith; and how this compulsory 
conversion of a great empire forced into the 
church vast multitudes of pagans whose hearts 
were not changed, who had not had a new birth - 
in the Christian faith; but who came, unconverted, 
into the church in order that they might not lose 
their property by confiscation, and their lives by 
the sword of the law. 

“The Jews were the only people of antiquity 
that worshiped one God; the other races of peo- 
ple worshiped numerous gods, goddesses, idols 
and images. 
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“The true Christian modified the Jewish 
monotheism, after the coming of Christ, by wor- 
shiping the Trinity—three manifestations, but 
one God. 

“The Romanists corrupted the monotheism 
of the Jews, as well as the trinity of the Chris- 
tian ; and they went after the strange gods, idols 
and images of the pagans until the Romish 
Church became pantheistic—that is, its votaries 
adore, worship and pray to many deities, instead 
of one. : 

“Thus, the Romans pray to Mary more than 
they do to God; and Joseph is one of their chief 
divinities, although the Testament does not even 
tell us that he became a Christian. 

“They not only pray to Mary, and to her hus- 
band, Joseph, but also to a multitude of other 
divinities, whom they call ‘saints,’ and whose 
supernatural aid they invoke every day of their 
lives. 

“Certain days of the year are consecrated to 
these lesser deities, and on each of these days 
especial adoration is paid to the patron saint of 
that particular day. 

“This custom is strictly heathen, and unwar- 
ranted by anything in the Scriptures.” 


Any person who has ever attended a 
Catholic service, and who has read either 
Roman Catholic or anti-Roman Catholic 
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literature to any extent, knows that the 
above assertions are true to conditions, 
without any further argument. 

The Roman monopoly of Christianity 
had studiously brought about conditions 
which with every century were growing 
more and more corrupt, until finally in 
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries we 
find a reform element making itself 
apparent in the church. The need for © 
this reform was not lessened by the ever- 
increasing sale of indulgences, consisting 
of certain financial arrangements made 
with the Roman hierarchy which, when 
made, permitted a free exercise of the sin 
arranged for. 

Instead of this vast movement retain- 
ing the simplicity imparted to it by the 
Saviour, Christianity thus became a 
great, world-wide business enterprise, 
conducted to the profit of popes, cardinals 
and lesser dignitaries, at the expense of 


the inhabitants of the earth, both in spir- 
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itual and financial welfare. Immorality 
to a degree almost inconceivable was 
rampant at the very fountainhead, and it 
is not strange that, with a corrupt source 
constantly feeding a fast-dying con- 
science among the clergy, conditions 
wherever the Roman Catholic Church ex- 
isted were appalling; but in that crisis, 
as in every other, came the reformer. 
Virtuous men had prepared the way, and, 
following his visit to Rome, Luther, ap- 
palled by the corruption in high places 
where he had expected to find the very 
essence of virtue, returned, determined 
upon bringing about a better condition. 
The result was that which historians 
have called the “Reformation.” 

Inspired with a zeal to bring about 
purity in the church, Luther never ceased 
his opposition to all that was corrupt in 
clergy and laity and in expounding to 
man the gospel of Jesus Christ as he saw 


it. Wycliffe and fervent followers first 
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made ‘possible the distributing of the 
Bible in a language that their people 
could understand. lLuther’s translations — 
were later placed in the hands of the Ger- 
man people, and little by little the masses 
began to study the Book and act for 
themselves. 

Following Luther came the other 
great reformers, and with them the 
creeds. No one will be foolish enough to 
claim that a diversity of creeds is a worse 
thing for Christianity than »ould have 
been a determination to remain within 
the paganized and corrupt church, for an 
attempt to bring about a reform by any 
other method than separation would have 
_ been absolutely fruitless. Roman Cathol- 
icism still boasts that she never changes, 
hence the continued necessity of the re- 
formed church proceeding independently. 

But that creedalism, inasmuch as it is 
a divider of those who should be of one 


mind, created forces inadequate in them- 
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selves to cope with their common enemy, 
and has been a hindrance to the purified 
church and unified efforts, is not to be de- 
nied. However, unity would be more 
foolish than profitable, if for no other 
purpose than to combat an adversary. 
The primary purpose must ever be to 
serve God. 

But, before devoting any attention to — 
that which menaces Christianity by its 
opposition to all that does not conform to 
its paganized ideas and a determination 
to retain them at any cost, let us take up 
minor conditions at first-hand within the 
present-day church at large. 
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NTERDENOMINATIONALISM and 
unity, unless pursued in the true sense 
of each, are high-sounding phrases which 
furnish nothing but an excuse for pre-: 
tended co-operation in action. Unity can 
mean but one thing when used in connec- 
tion with Christianity; it must mean one 
God, one Saviour and one faith—a sin- 
gleness of purpose in all things to such 
an extent that the various denominational 
names, if retained, would be nothing 
more or less than a designation of loca- 
tion; or, at least, the name should not in 
any way tend to signify a certain class, 
element or set belonging to any church. 
Church unity seems to be the watch- 


word of the hour. From the days of the 
17 


} 


A WOLF IN SHEEP’S CLOTHING 





Stones and the Campbells to the present 
we have had various exponents of unity 
before us, and the effect has certainly 
been gratifying, though not laden with 
the degree of success for which each one 
prayed. Alexander Campbell, to our 
mind, came nearer being a true exponent 
of unity than has any man who has fol- 
lowed him. It was not his purpose to 
found a. church, or to lead a sect, but to 
unify. That it resulted in the organiza- 
tion of a church (earlier known as the 
“Campbellite Church,” but too dignified 
to long retain that name) was far from 
Campbell’s intention, and the contempla- 
tion of such an idea would have caused 
him no little uneasiness. 

Early and later efforts at unification 
have borne fruit, but in recent years we 
have, in nearly all churches, advanced in 
a desire for comity to an extent that far 
surpasses all previous years combined. 


However, we are far from the goal as 
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yet, and until such time as our great 
Protestant millions arouse themselves and 
demand a position for the church which 
shall place it ina sphere where it may ac- 
complish that which its founder intended 
it should, we will not arrive at the desired — 
end. 

It might be well at this point to show 
what co-operation has already done, 
though space will only permit of an illus- 
tration. Let us look closely at that part 
of the young people’s movement familiar- 
ly known. as Christian Endeavor. Our 
choice of this organization is easily ac- 
counted for, because, to our mind, it 
comes more nearly being a united move- 
‘ment than any other movement partici- 
pated in by so many denominations. This 
movement, founded by Francis E. Clark, 
as we all know, is world-wide in its scope. 
Primarily founded for the purpose of 
better enabling the church to take care of 


its young people, the idea rapidly spread, 
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and—being a fundamental thinker—Mr. 
Clark was not long in perceiving that it 
afforded the greatest avenue of training 
for service available to the church; for, 
just as certain as the child of to-day is 
the citizen of to-morrow, the young man 
and young woman in the church (if 
trained for service) are the leaders to- 
morrow. The Christian Endeavor move- 
ment spread more rapidly than have 
many other movements. So broad are its 
principles and so simple is its machinery 
that now more than eighty distinct de- 
nominations have young people’s societies 
affliated with the Christian Endeavor 
movement. 

To those who may not be familiar 
with the Christian Endeavor organiza- 
tion as a closely affiliated body, the 
following explanation will prove enlight- 
ening. First, we have in the local com- 
munity the young people’s societies of 


Christian Endeavor among such denomi- 
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nations as may see fit to adopt its general 
working plans and methods. The young 

people’s societies of these various denomi- 

nations are encouraged in every commu- 

nity to affiliate or amalgamate into a 

union. These city or community unions, 

as such, representing groups, form units 

in that other division of Christian En- 

deavor territory known as the district. 

The districts in turn form units, repre- | 
senting groups, which in their turn form 

‘the State division, and the State organiza- 

tion in its turn is affiliated and absorbed 

in the national organization. 

The Endeavor movement in other 
countries is, according to our missionary 
reports, a flourishing movement, and at 
world conventions we see vast numbers 
of delegates from all over the world in- 
tent upon but one mission, and that mis- 
sion is best told in the slogan, “The 
World for Christ.” There is, indeed, in 


a strict adherence to such a slogan, the 
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very essence of unity. But in spite’of all — 


such magnificent movements, emphasized 
creedalism still presents problems too 
numerous to mention in their entirety. 
However, it will take no great power of 
discrimination to arrive at the conclusion 
that the desirability of solving local prob- 
lems, briefly set forth below, exclusive of 
the many other problems, imperatively 
demands the co-operation of every man, 
woman and child in Christendom for an 
omni-Protestant church. 

In a small town, say of five thousand 
population, it is not unusual to find seven 
or eight churches; or, in other words, a 
church to approximately every eighty 
families. The unattached portion of these 
eighty families is not interested in our 
various beliefs—as to which is the proper 
mode of baptism, or as to what may be 
the proper: doctrine as to predestination, 
foreordination or any other little differ- 


ences—but they are interested in what we 
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are doing, or attempting to do, for hu- 
manity. It might be well to say—if we 
may be pardoned for so doing—that, in- 
stead of being interested, at least a part 
of the families is uninterested and will 
not be interested until the church per- 
forms its mission to humanity; and this 
is seemingly impossible. in our over- 
churched town. Worse than that, this 
condition reacts in other ways. 3 
We started on the hypothesis that a 
town of five thousand has eight churches 
on the average. Is it not plain that, even 
though fifty of the eighty families were 
evenly distributed among the churches as 
members of a denomination, the financial 
problems are too great for the town it- 
self, under the present system of provid- 
ing? If this is not clear to you on paper, 
or if it is the first time you have given it 
consideration and you desire the proof, 
ask your Home Mission Board if the 


above assertions are correct. Many - 
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churches in the ordinary town of five 
thousand can hardly keep body and soul 
together and retain a pastor on full time. 
It is an injustice both to the pastor and 
the church to attempt to retain him on 
anything less than full time, and the con- 
sequences are that, in keeping alive their 
various little churches throughout these 
communities, the Home Mission Boards 
are taxed more heavily than the ordinary 
layman can realize. 

Perhaps in a neighboring city you will 
find two and one-half times as many 
churches endeavoring to administer to 
the needs of ten times as many people, 
and here we have the underchurched 
town, with a mission board powerless 
to help because of the demands made 
upon it to help keep its church alive 
in the overchurched community. Such 
a condition is hardly an argument 
against united action. Financial diffi- 


culties among the laity in both places 
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hinder the proper attention to initial 
duties that under the unit system could 
easily be made possible by the elimination 
of extra churches where not needed, and 
the placing of these churches where they 
are needed most. 

Then, we have that attempt at church 
unity which accompanies efforts at inter- 
denominationalism almost universally. It 
is not to the discredit of any organization 
that it remain loyal to itself, but we often 
in our locality lose sight of the other 
things «vital to the attainment of true 
interdenominationalism. 

First, let us recognize the fact that, 
in the town where we have closer co- 
operation among the various denomina- 
tions, the work is better systematized on 
the whole, and better results are obtained, 
than were ever obtained so long as each 
denomination kept to itself. It is more 
usual than unusual to behold various 


churches in any community participating 
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in a community canvass for the Bible ~ 
school, for the church, or for the Young 
People’s society. It is not an uncommon 
thing to see ministerial alliances endeav- 
oring by united efforts to bring about a 
realization of the needs of their commu- 
nity in their respective congregations. 
Such efforts can not help but bring about 
a better condition among the churches 
and a.united action of all church-mem- 
bers, such as we often behold in civic 
movements or at the polls, when the vot- 
ers of the church (such as vote as they 
pray) unitedly cast their ballots for pro- 
hibition. This latter unity, however, in 
the prohibition movement among the 
churches, must be accredited in a great- 
measure to the W. C. T. U. But, regard- 
less of where the credit belongs, in all 
such unity of action we find more of 
service and less of discussion, more of 
practice and less of theory. In some com- 


munities we find movements that are uni- 
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fied in name only; where the supreme 


~ efforts of that organization are being put 


forth in programs for amusement, get- 
together meetings, etc., which seem to 


have no other purpose than to bring to- 


gether the members of the various or- 
ganizations, without providing any food 
for fundamental thought or service; and 
thus do they miss the opportunity for 
ideal unity of action which they could so 
easily accomplish were they intent upon 
some program that would enlighten and 


- sow the necessary seed. 


Of course, in any decidedly aggres- 
sive program we should respect the feel- 
ings of others; in fact, the sooner we be- 
come tolerant of the other man’s opinion 
and concede to him the same right that 
we take unto ourselves, so long as he be- 
lieves in Christ as the Saviour, the soon- 
er we will have the united church. 

We all know that some cities are pro- 


ducing wonderful results in service 
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through unified efforts, while others are 
accomplishing absolutely nothing. The 
failure to provide a time and place for 
constructive study and educational meth- 
ods throughout the church has been a 
grave hindrance to unity, but this is be- 
ing overcome. By the close co-operation 
of those in charge of the various church 
boards, it will soon be possible to interest 
nearly: every individual in the church in 
those things which will make for a great- 
er Christian life. 

The publishing of “Old Spain in New 
America,” under the auspices of sixteen 
different denominational boards whose 
missionaries have been carrying the mes- 
sage to the Southwest, Porto Rico, to 
Cuba and to Mexico, reveals what co- 
operation in missions will accomplish. 
But the seeming co-operation among local 
churches—where programs for the enter- 
tainment of the church-members are 


more sought after than is the opportunity 
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for united service—is equally as indica- 
tive of the failure of ill-spent efforts. 
And now, in spite of all that has been 
written, few have pointed out the danger- 
line attendant upon all efforts. We find 
to-day a vast number of persons (par- 
ticularly young people) who, whenever 
occasion arises, are anxious to show 
themselves progressive, and in favor of a 
unifying spirit, but because sufficient 
campaigns have not been conducted along 
these lines, we find vast hordes of those 
who wish to be known as in favor of 
unity, absolutely unenlightened as to 
what should be its object, or where it 
should end. As to its object and an ex- 
cellent method for attaining it, “How to 
Promote Christian Union,” by Kershner, 
and “The Training of the Church,” by 
Lappin, are both excellent volumes that 
“can be studied by any group or individual 
with great profit. The danger-line, how- 


ever, has been handled with too great 
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care. There is a seeming indifference to 
certain sinister advances being made 
against this Government and against the 
Protestant churches as a whole that is 
not only alarming, but appalling. Let 
some informed, but too timid, person 
start a discussion’ of these aggressions 
and immediately some well-meaning but 
misguided person says, “We must not 
arouse .religious prejudice.” In the fol- 
lowing pages we shall endeavor to show 
that to resist certain un-American pro- 
cedures is not in any way synonymous 
with arousing religious prejudice. 


30 
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EEPING in mind that interdenom- 

inational co-operation is a boon to 
any community, let us look at an instance 
of co-operation which almost passed the 
limit of good judgment. 

The writer recently participated in a 
committee meeting where he represented 
the church of which he is a member. Six 
others, representing six different denom- 
inations, were likewise present. At a 
meeting of the City Young People’s 
Union it had been decided that they 

would conduct an authentic canvass of 
the city for the benefit of the Union and 
of the individual societies. A county 
Sunday-school convention, with the same 


idea in mind, at about the same time had 
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determined upon accomplishing the same 
result throughout the county. Conse- 
quently the churches in that particular 
community were unanimously in favor of 
a co-operative canvass, inasmuch as it 
would serve two purposes well. 

Imagine my surprise when, after 
ways and means had been discussed, one 
member of the committee suggested that 
we ask the Roman Catholic Church—a 
church which locally has twenty-seven 
members—to join in the movement. It 
evidently seemed to the brother—though 
he did not express his viewpoint—that a 
thing which was good enough for seven 
churches was good enough for eight. Not 
a bad idea when we do not take into con- 
sideration the lack of common ground 
between the seven churches already rep- 
resented and the eighth church. This 
gentleman might have considered it ad- 
vantageous to seek further co-operation 


in order that the additional church might 
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bear a portion of such expense as would 
be necessary. | 

That one man out of seven should 
have known no more about the extent to 
which church unity may be indulged in 
would not have been alarming, but subse- 
~Guent developments unearthed others 
equally as thoughtless as was he. A mo- 
tion was put before the house by this 
man, and seconded, to the effect that the 
Roman Catholic Church be asked to join 
with us. The vote stood two for, two 
against; whereupon the writer stated in 
emphatic terms his objection to approach- 
ing the Catholic priest on this subject. 
Another vote was taken and the vote 
stood three for and three against. Luck- 
ily, the chairman, when called upon to 
cast the deciding vote, voted against the 
motion, after which we proceeded to busi- 
ness and later conducted a_ successful 
canvass. Such things are happening all 


over the country. Young men, young 
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women, and older ones are making (to 
use a slang phrase) just such “breaks” as 
did this young man. 

We admit the desirability of, and 
willingness to help create, sentiment in 
favor of unity, but when we approach 
any movement in which Protestant 
churches will ask the Roman Church to 
assist, we will have to tender our resig- 
nation. It is possible for Protestant to 
unite with Protestant, but it is impossible — 
to unite with the Roman Catholic Church, 
except under one condition, and that 
would be to permit such individuals of 
the Catholic faith as might wish to be- 
come members of the universal Protes- 
tant church to do so. 

The Roman Church is equally as so- 
licitous of the Protestant element. That 
organization would to-day hail with great 
joy anything which might tend to absorb 
the Protestant churches, providing the 


absorbed churches accept the tenets of 
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.the Roman Catholic system. One solu- 
tion is as plausible as the other, but of 
one thing there can be no doubt, and that 
is that there is no opportunity whatever 
for Protestantism to ever expect co- 
operation from the Roman Church. Of 
course it is Rome’s desire that we accept 
her approaches in good faith. The hy- 
-pocrisy of her solicitous attitude, which 
on every hand is offset by open opposi- 
tion and violent denunciation, never ap- 
peals to her for a single moment, for the 
system is so bent upon its one object of 
making the world dominantly Catholic 
that it halts not to consider its incongru- 
ity. The danger to the fundamentals of 
Protestantism is increased when we, as a 
variety of sects, take no cognizance of 
the fact that the same principles that 
mark democracy and autocracy as two 
necessarily exclusive and irreconcilable 
systems of government are likewise the 


inherent, dominating and necessarily vital 
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principles that mark first of all the differ- 
ence between the ideals of Protestantism 
and Romanism. Just how deeply rooted 
this great difference lies can not be 
treated herein, but by reflecting on these 
few facts the reader can, without any 
great exertion of the imagination, easily 
establish the facts to his own, or to her 
own, satisfaction. 

First, modern democracy, with its in- 
herent rights of freedom of speech, press, 
assembly and conscience, as distinguished 
from all liberty-denying and freedom- 
hating autocracies or monarchies, is 
indisputably the outgrowth, the natural 
result, of the Protestant Reformation. 

Without a desire for a _ purified 
church, to vitalize the reformative activ- 
ities, would conditions have been such as 
to make for the only partially successful 
early establishment of the diversified 
sects? Without the desire for freedom 


to worship according to the dictates of 
36 


ZEAL WITHOUT KNOWLEDGE 





the conscience, would the fathers have 
sought the New World? Possibly, yes! 
but the outgrowth of a settlement in- 
spired by any other desire would not have 
resulted in the ultimate adoption of a 
constitution incorporating the four great 
principles, including freedom of con- 
science, as set forth above. 

Without the Reformation as a fore- 
runner, to what influences might the 
world have looked for modern democracy 
—for freedom? 

Surely not in Romanism, for tenets of 
that faith demand a surrender of the 
individual to the dictates of that self- 
perpetuating, liberty-hating government 
which, since the autocracy of Russia has 
been overthrown, is by far the most ex- 
acting, crushing and widely ramified 
monarchical government existent to-day. 
In support of our contentions that the 
Papal hierarchy is the arch-foe of liberal- 


izing principles, let us turn to conclusive 
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evidence gleaned from authoritative 
Papal utterances. 

Pope Pius X., predecessor of the 
present pope, condemned the governing 
principles of democracy in a letter deliv- 
ered in September, 1910, which was writ- 
ten to the archbishop and the bishop of 
France, condemning “Le Sillon,”’ written 
in August, 1910. We shall only quote 
extracts demonstrative of the case in 
point, regardless of the fact that the 
lengthy letter is permeated throughout 
with a spirit of intolerance for popular 
sovereignty and that freedom of which 
Protestantism and democracy boast. 
Leaving the introductory paragraph, 
we find Pius giving expression as 
follows: 

“First of all, we must characterize severely 
the pretension of the Sillon to escape the direc- 
tion of ecclesiastical authority. 

“The leaders of the Sillon, in effect, maintain 
that they work upon a ground which is not that 


of the Church; that they pursue only interests of 
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the temporal order and not those of the spiritual 
order. . 

“The truth is that the heads of the Sillon pro- 
claim themselves unalterable idealists; that they 
pretend to raise up the laboring classes by first 
elevating the human conscience; that they have a 
social doctrine and religion and philosophic prin-- 
ciples for the reconstruction of society upon a 
new plan; that they have an especial conception 
of human dignity, liberty and fraternity, and that 
in order to justify their social dreams they appeal 
to the gospel interpreted in their own manner, 
and, what is still more serious, to a disfigured 
and diminished Christ. Moreover, they teach 
these ideas in their educational societies and in- 
culcate them upon their comrades; they also 
transfer them to their works. They are, there- 
fore, really professors of social, civic and relig- 
ious morality, and . . . we have a right to say 
that the object of the Sillon, its character and its 
action, belong to the moral domain, which is the 
proper domain of the Church, and that the Sillon- 
ists deceive themselves when they believe that 
they are working upon a ground on the limits of 
which expire the rights of the doctrinal and direc- 
tive power of the ecclesiastical authority. 

“Our predecessor . . . taught that Chris- 
tian democracy ought to maintain the diversity of 
classes, which is as-surely a fitting characteristic 
of a well-constituted state, and to which for 
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human society the form and character that God, 
its author, impressed upon it. He denounced a 
certain democracy which goes so far in perversity 
as to attribute in society sovereignty to the people, 
and to aim at the suppression and the leveling 
down of the classes.” 


Pope Pius X., in this letter of the 
year 1910, not only seconds Leo in re- 
affirming his hostility to democracy and 
denouncing a social order that upholds 
the sovereignty of the people and seeks 
the abolition of class, but he also calls 
Leo to witness by his own words when 
he says: 


“Leo XIII. formally condemned this doctrine 
of political government in his encyclical ‘Dintur- 
num Illud, in which he says: ‘Modern writers in 
great numbers, following in the footsteps of 
those who call themselves philosophers, in the last 
century, declare that all power comes from the 
people; that consequently those who exercise 
power in society do not exercise it from their own 
authority, but from an authority delegated to 
them by the people from whom they hold it. 
Quite contrary to the sentiment of Catholics, 
who hold that the right of governing comes from 
God, as its natural and necessary principle.’ ” 
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Betraying, then, his anxiety as to 
what shall become of authority when the 
people become the holders of power, and 
exclaiming that such conditions would 
make of authority a shadow and a myth, 
this ‘supposedly infallible teacher and 
head of the Papal system is horrified at 
the prospect which he characterizes as 
follows: ““The future state, in the forma-. 
tion of which it is engaged, will have no 
masters or servants; the citizens will be 
all free, all comrades, all kings. Thus 
democracy alone will inaugurate the 
reign of perfect justice!” 

He further shows his intolerance of 
the spirit of democracy and brotherhood 
—and of Protestantism, without which 
we would have had neither true brother- 
hood nor democracy—in the following 
assertion taken from the same letter: 


“What must we think of an association in 
which all religions, and even free thought, can 
manifest themselves openly and at their ease? 
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for the Sillonists, who, at their public confer- 
ences and elsewhere, proudly proclaim their indi- 
vidual faith, do not certainly know how to close 
the mouths of others and to prevent the Protes- 
tant from affirming his skepticism.” 


In the sixth chapter of this book we 
shall quote from the great encyclical let- 
ters of Pope Leo XIII., copyrighted by 
Benziger Brothers, printers to the Holy 
Apostolic See, in the year 1903. In 
addition to the comments made upon that 
letter, which show Leo’s position on 
Church and State (being taken from his 
letter known by that title), note how 
clearly he condemns the things which 
have made modern democracy distasteful 
to him and against which the Papal sys- 
tem must assert itself as a prerogative. 
The intelligent reader need not be re- 
ninded that these same things which Leo 
opposes in democracy are vitalizing in- 
fluences of Protestantism made possible 
by the Reformation. They are therefore 


doubly charged with principles distasteful 
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to Rome, and marked for Papal opposi- 
tion in the position taken by not only Leo 
and Pius X., but also by Pius IX. 
Whether the destruction be attempted by 
professing a desire for unity and an ex- 
pressed wish to help the Protestant sects, 
by hypocritical overtures, or by deadly 
opposition, makes little difference to the 
Papal system, for her Jesuits, upon whom | 
a-large portion of this duty falls, have as 
one of their three great maxims: “The 
iustification of means by end.” 
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EWSPAPER dispatches of the pres- 

ent day, originating in Papal strong- 
holds, frequently tell us that the Euro- 
pean war of to-day is merely a contin- 
uation of the war (Reformation) started 
by Luther. In the days when Rome held 
sway, burning at the stake was practiced, 
and the Inquisition (with its numberless, 
tortures) was a court of last resort, to 
which numbers who would not renounce 
their Protestant views—known to the 
Roman Catholic Church as heretics— 
were sent. Those who have met death 
at the hand of the Roman Catholic 
Church because of heretical views run 
into the millions upon millions, and the 


only thing that prevents a like display of 
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opposition to Protestantism in 5 own 
midst to-day is that Rome is too much in 
the minority to make it advisable. The 
Catholic Church has ever been, and will 
ever be, the foe of Protestantism. The 
children of Rome in every country into 
which our missionaries go are dealing a 
deadly opposition to our every effort, but 
this open war on Protestantism can be. 
met, for we know the next move. In the 
war where Rome’s pretended desire for 
unity is the cloak for her espionage and 
intrigues against the fundamentals of 
Protestantism, great care must be used to 
distinguish friend from foe. 

But, before proceeding with illustra- 
tions or proof fortifying the position just 
taken, it is necessary to preclude the pos- 
sibility of it being successfully claimed 


that we are mistaken or misinformed as. 


to the possibility of union between Ro- 
manism and Protestantism. The Roman 


Church has at its head men directing its. , 
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propaganda in a manner thoroughly sys- 
tematic and Jesuitical; men who are so 
thoroughly acquainted with the psycho- 
logical effect to be gained through the 
power of suggestion, as to be past mas- 
ters in traveling hidden paths that would 
otherwise be closed. The Roman hier- 
archy has been able (practically) to erase 
history and covertly hide present-day ac- 
tivities displaying the animosity of Rome, 
as well as to bring forth arguments well 
calculated to impress the unwary. She — 
has a mission to perform; she desires 
unity. In a word, (here) she would 
“make America dominantly Catholic,” 
and (there) she would make other coun- 
tries Catholic. The present pope, Bene- 
dict XV., through his austere agent, Dr. 
A. Palmieri, of the Library of Congress, 
a recognized authority and writer on ec- 
clesiastical subjects, was able recently to 
announce in the daily press that four car- 


dinals were about to be appointed as a 
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commission to further the movement 
begun by Pope Leo XIII., looking to a 
reunion of Christianity. Lest we be mis- 
understood, let us say first that much was 
said about the desire for unity with the 
Russian Church and the Anglican, which. 
afforded an excuse for an extended ar- 
_ ticle, but, in quoting Dr. Palmieri, the 

New York Herald for Jan. 5, 1917, also | 
said: 

“Of course, Rome can not see with indiffer- 
ence the growing friendship between Anglican- 
ism and orthodoxy, and consequently the new 
commission of cardinals will examine whether 
American Christianity feels instinctively the 
need of harmonizing the various tendencies of 
Christian minds to form a united Protestantism 
which would be the first step toward a united 
Christianity.” 

Note the foregoing statement that 
Rome has now decided to “examine” 
American Christianity to see if it “feels 
instinctively the need of harmonizing” 
and forming “united Protestantism.” 


This is nothing more or less than a 
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Jesuitical scheme to creep within the 
breastworks in the guise of friendship, 
and corrupt from within and thus work 
injury to the vast movement known to 
Rome as Protestantism, which is to be 
carried forward in spite of all opposition, 
in the hope that vast numbers of Protes- 
tants will be driven into the Catholic 
Church. 

The hierarchy is well armed for such 
a campaign. It is a thing which Rome 
has had in mind for a considerable length 
of time. We may rest assured that, 
though very little publicity has been given 
to it, this movement which was begun by 
Leo XIII. is fraught with carefully laid 
plans, and all positions are as strongly 
fortified as this widely ramified church is 
able to make them. 

An evidence that the Jesuits are al- 
ready intrenched in some of the churches 
is revealed in frequent utterances of late. 
The High Church Episcopalians, whom 
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it was believed would be the first to suc- 
cumb to this campaign, are already offer- 
ing opposition; proof of which is easily 
discernible in the following article taken 
from the Kansas City Star for January 
28; 1917: 


“PHILADELPHIA, Jan. 27.—A church league, 
formed in Philadelphia some months ago among 
Protestants of the Protestant Episcopal Church, 
aiming to stop, if possible, an alleged Episcopal 
Church trend toward ritualism and Episcopal 
ministers toward the Roman Catholic Church, 
reports increases in membership far beyond 
expectation. One of its leaders, the Rev. Dr. 
Carl E. Grammar, has just issued a statement 
in which he attributes this growth to denuncia- 
tion made by ‘catholics,’ or sacerdotalists. He 
states that Bishop Whitehead, of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., has been unusually active in opposition to 
the league, and that other Episcopal bishops 
have sought to drive it out of their dioceses. 

“The league charges an underhanded cam- 
paign on the part of what it calls ‘catholics,’ or 
High Church priests, to throw Protestants out of 
the church and commit the Episcopal Church to 
the Roman Catholic Church and the Pope. 

“A late league circular contains a description 
of a highly ritualistic service, in which terms 
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of the Church of Rome are freely employed, 
and asks the question: ‘How can Episcopalians 
who introduce such things, against all law and 
precedent, be trusted to preserve fruits of the 
English Reformation ?’ 

“The league disclaims a desire to put ‘cath- 
olics’ out, but demands breadth in the Episcopal 
Church so as to allow all to remain, and the 
retention of the Protestant professions and 
privileges.” 

The European war, about which so 
much has been said as to the good that 
must proceed therefrom, furnishes excel- 
lent opportunities for the Roman Church 
to play upon the sentiments of our people 
for alleged united efforts of Protestan- 
tism and Romanism. It is not an infre- 
quent occurrence for the daily press to 
print some article wherein statements are ~ 
made as to the universal brotherhood 
that must inevitably follow between Jew, 
Protestant and Catholic. 

How the hierarchy, within itself, is 
well equipped to further just such pub- 


licity, can be readily understood when we 
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take into consideration the fact that there 

“are so many Roman chaplains in the 
armies. This places Catholicism in a 
position to inspire many articles of that 
_ nature among certain trusted children in 
the trenches, which, by the very nature 
of the fact that they came from the 
trenches, would be considered news 
indicative of the future. 

That man will realize the futileness of 
militarism, as a result of this horrible 
disaster, is not to be denied; and uni- 
versal brotherhood is a thing not to be 
despised or looked forward to with a 
feeling of alarm; indeed, our own entry 
into the European war was prompted by 
a desire to procure liberty for all men, 
the very freedom that the Papal system 
and the Papal Church are warring 
against. Conscious of such facts, it is 
treason to Protestantism to allow Rome 
to think she can promote a seeming uni- 


fication of Protestantism that has the 
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opposite for its purpose. We are able to 
do our own unifying, and to do less would 
place the Protestant bodies in a hazard- 
ous position. : The sole object of the hier- 
archy’s activities is to mold and disrupt 
the Protestant churches for the purpose 
of destroying one of the greatest assets 
of and a co-partner with fundamental 
democracy; an end to be brought about 
as systematically and as thoroughly as 
possible, for where democracy thrives, 
Rome decays. 

But can the Protestant churches re- 
turn or submit to Rome? We believe not, 
especially in the face of the wide differ- 
ences between them, the animosity of 
Catholicism for Protestantism, and the 
impossibility for the latter to retain its 
identity in any unity with Rome. Surely, 
after perusing the evidence which we 
shall now set forth, showing the further 
animosity of the Roman Catholic Church 


and its dignitaries toward Protestantism, 
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aside from animosity to its fundamentals, 
the clear-thinking man and woman must 
readily see that any such unity must of 
necessity mean the absolute loss of those 
principles for which Protestantism 
stands; in fact, in America it means not 
only the loss of the principles for which 
Protestantism stands, but it means the 
loss of our democratic government—a 
government that proceeds on the theory 
that existing authority is placed and 
maintained in representation of the peo- 
ple by the consent of the people. 

In the midst of the world war Russia 
found time to overthrow autocratic rule. 
Can we not be vigilant and hold that 
which we have? 
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ND now to look at those things 

which show us the impassable bar- 

rier that must forever forestall our uni- 
fication with Romanism. 

We find on page 57 of that book to 
which we have previously referred, “Old 
Spain in New America,” in the article 
dealing with “Redeeming the Southwest,” 
the following testimony from a mission- 
ary: 

“A mother of three grown sons was dying. 
She had come to doubt the sanctity and genuine- 
ness of the priesthood, and especially of the 
priest in this particular village, and her last re- 
quest was that her sons would not allow him to 
bury her. This request they honored, laying her 
away without the religious ceremony. Soon the 
husband was called upon by the priest to explain 


why he did not request him to say mass at the 
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burial. He told his wife’s wishes in the matter. 
The priest told him his wife was in hell, and 
would remain there until he had mass for her 
deliverance. The man was rather bold, and 
dared to dispute the belief that his wife was in 
torment; ‘for,’ said he, ‘my wife was a good 
woman.’ ‘I will prove to you next Sabbath,’ said 
the priest, ‘that your wife is burning in hell.’ It 
became known that the demonstration was to take 
place, so there was a great crowd gathered to 
see the work. The priest led the way to the 
cemetery, armed with his vessel of holy water 
and his crucifix with a long staff. When he 
reached the grave he pressed the staff down into 
the grave some two feet or more and worked it 
about until the hole was left open. He then 
peured holy water into the hole. It was only a 
little while until a crackling, like fire, was heard, 
and something like smoke began to escape. The 
priest had made good, and told the wicked man 
that the smoke was from hell, where his wife 
was in torment. 

“The demonstration was a success, and the 
man was convinced, and began negotiations with 
the priest for terms to get her out. He was told 
that owing to the aggravation of his crime it 
would take five hundred dollars. This he could 
not pay, so he was in a greatly troubled state of 
mind. You see, he was especially guilty, because 
he had tried to evade the established forms of the 
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holy church. His wife’s sister came to the rescue. 
She told the man to make no contract, but to go 
home with her and she would show him what to 
do. He did so After all had gone from the 
cemetery she told her brother-in-law to get a 
shovel and go with her. They went to the grave 
and opened it, and found there a pile of quick- 
lime, which, of course, began to slack when the 
water was poured on it.” 


This incident, vouched for by a mis- 
sionary of one of our great Protestant 
churches, is not what can be called an un- 
usual example of priestly “humbuggery.” 
Numerous subterfuges, ranging from 
fakery to the murderous Inquisition, have 
ever been the allies of the Roman so- 
called missionaries (priests), to be used 
according to the demands of the occasion. 

Until Protestantism set up such lively 
competition, popery did not even see fit to 
make any notable efforts to educate those 
it professed a desire to save. Why? Be- 
cause the ignorant, superstitious mind is 
readily impressed with ‘“quicklime” dem- 


onstrations of purgatory and other super- 
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Stitious ideas, and an educated mind is 
not. . 
Let us look at the illiteracy tables in 
Roman Catholic countries, as compared 
to Protestant lands, for here is proof of 
the result of this difference between Ro- 
manism and Protestantism. 

Among the Protestant nations of the 
world—Germany, Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, Scotland, England and_ the 
United States—the average of illiteracy 
is four per cent. The Roman Catholic 
countries have the following showing: 
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Advancing Protestantism in every 
country has carried with it the mission 
school, which is almost invariably fol- 


lowed by the public school. Then, and 
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only then, has Romanism become active 
in educational matters. : 

To-day the entrance of Protestant 
missionaries in any Roman Catholic land 
is a signal to the Roman hierarchy to be- 
' gin the erection of parochial schools—for 
if the people are to be schooled, Catholics, 
at least, must have Catholic training. 
Ignorance is preferable (to Rome), but 
if schools are to be provided and educa- 
tional agitation indulged in, parochial 
training is the next best thing. 

A careful study of conditions in Mex- 
ico and our own Southwest—where the 
Catholic Church held undisputed sway 
for from three hundred and fifty to four 
hundred years—reveals sufficient evi- 
dence within and adjacent to our own 
boundary-lines of how negligent Catholi- 
cism has been along these lines. Behold 
the vast array of Catholic schools 
throughout our own _ republic to-day. 


Why is it that the public school, the great- 
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est bulwark of this democracy, is good 
enough for almost ninety million non- 
Catholics and not good enough for fifteen 
million Catholics? 

Cuba, that island which gained its 
freedom from Spanish domination at the 
hands of these United States, affords*an 
excellent example of the utter lack of 
educational facilities for the masses. | 
Dominated by Roman Catholics and filled 
with its missionaries (priests), Cuba had 
less than one person in thirty enjoying 
any educational training whatever, until 
after Protestant entrance at the close of 
the Spanish-American war. So rapid has 
the improvement been since that time that 
it is said that now eighteen per cent. of 
the population is in attendance at some 
school, and great numbers in addition 
thereto are striving to get an education. 

But failure to educate is not the sole 
charge against Romanism in Cuba, for 


she entirely failed in the other lines of 
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uplift. Worse, she assisted in promoting 
immorality in her greed for shekels. 

Few things more clearly indicate the 
paganization of the Roman Catholic 
Church than its willingness to keep its 
people in ignorance and exploit the help- 
less, unfortunate, ignorant masses. A 
favorite method is to extract exorbitant 
fees for performing marriage ceremonies, 
a practice that in Cuba, as in other Cath- 
olic lands, has not infrequently placed a 
prohibitive price on virtue. 

Again let us take unimpeachable tes- 
timony—testimony gathered by a search- 
ing analysis of conditions.as our mission- 
aries found them in Cuba. We quote 
from page 94 of “Old Spain in New 
America”: 

“When Americans entered Cuba there’ were 
168,000 people living in unlawful cohabitation. 


To-day marriages are performed without exor- 
bitant fees, so marriages take place.” 


As to where the late for this condi- 
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tion rightfully belongs, the same book has 
_the following to say: 


“It is not just to judge the Cuban by our 
American standards. Race, environment, educa- 
tion, religion, opportunities and possibilities of 
development must all be taken into consideration 
-in our estimate of him, both in the present and 
the future, for he is both present and future. 
Four hundred years of misrule, enforced igno- 
rance, and wrong religious teaching, have left 
their impress. Denied liberty of expression, there 
was little to develop a thinking people. Surrender 
of conscience to the priesthood will invariably 
undermine personal morals. A reverence for 
things because they are old will paralyze progress. 

“Howard B. Grose, in ‘Advance in the 
Antilles,’ portrays Cuba, as she has been formed 
through the four hundred years of Roman Cath- 
olic domination, as follows: ‘ “By their fruits ye 
shall know them,” said Jesus. The Roman ~ 
Catholics can hardly declare it unjust to apply 
this principle of the Saviour to the product of 
their church in Cuba. If, after centuries of com- 
plete domination over the lives and government of 
a people, we find an appalling absence of moral 
and ethical standards, of educational institutions, 
of national and individual ideals, of honesty and 
chastity, of chivalry and conscience, what shall be 
said of the sins of omission and commission of 
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the church under whose instruction and dictation 
this came to be? And when you discover that in 
all the years of corruption and oppression the 
church never raised its voice for relief even, not 
to say release of liberty; when you find that the 
church had no protest against the cruel forms of 


sport such as the bull-fight and the cocking-main, 


or against the spread of gambling among all 
classes, through Government lottery; when you 
learn that the priesthood was shamelessly and 
openly corrupt, so that it became itself a source 
of moral rottenness, according to the confession 
of some of its own members, and deserved the 
contempt it inspired in the best men; when you 
know, that through the greed of this church the 
masses of people were practically forced. into 
families not bound by legal or church ceremonial ; 
when you read the long and terrible chapters of 
illiteracy, of intellectual repression, of foolish 
superstition, of infamous impositions in the name 
of religion upon a hopelessly chained people—it 
is not unjust to apply the Master’s test.’ ” 


In the face of such evidence as has 
just been submitted, we must either agree 
that four hundred years of Roman Cath- 
olic dominancy has produced anything but 
desirable conditions and is responsible for 


the ignorance, superstition and immoral- 
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ity of the Cubans as found by our mis- 
sionaries, or we must conclude that our 
Protestant boards, in encouraging the 
publication of such matter, are the big- 

gest lot of scoundrels to be found outside 
the penitentiary. Mr. Churchman, these 
men have been selected from the very 
best material available, to represent your 
_ interests and the interests of your church 
‘in their official capacity. Are you going 
to stand by them? This testimony is 
based on conditions as they are known to 
exist. Further, the history of every 
dominantly Roman Catholic land offers 
similar, and often worse, testimony. 
Much of it is so bald as to preclude the 
possibility of it being printed. 

Do we want to join hands with Ro- 
man Catholicism and help promote such 
conditions? Do we want to march back- 
ward? If not, we had better do our own 
examining and analyzing, instead of let- 


ting Roman cardinals “examine” us to 
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see if we “feel instinctively the need of 
harmonizing.”’ 

- Before proceeding further, we may as 
well show the spirit of Catholicism on 
this marriage question, as evinced under 
our own flag to-day. 


V 
WHERE DIPLOMACY IS NULL 


HE Living Church for December 16, 
1916, published some official corre- 
spondence that was exchanged after a 
Roman priest in the employ of the United 
States Government in the Panama Canal . 
Zone had defied the marriage laws of this 
republic by substituting therefor the 
spirit and the letter of Pope Pius X.’s 
law on marriage. We quote: 


Ancon, Canal Zone, October 28, 1916. 
THE AcTING GOVERNOR, 
The Panama Canal, 
Balboa Heights, C. Z. 
- Sir:—Because of the very serious principles 
involved—the regarding as null and void, with- 
out due legal process, of a marriage performed 
by me as a priest of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church, and the disseminating of a theory of 
marriage full of danger for the ignorant—I 
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respectfully bring to your attention certain 
facts and ask that you direct an investigation 
into the same. j 

On Friday, October 20, 1916, I was requested 
to perform a marriage between Lloyd Atkinson ~ 
McDonald, of Balboa, and Julia Moller, of 
Panama, and was handed license No. 2,543, of 
the District Court, dated October 20, 1916; 
there were no ecclesiastical hindrances, and I 
duly performed the marriage and made proper 
return to the Clerk of the District Court, Mon- 
day, October 23, 1916. } 

On October 23, 1916, subsequent to the 
return made by me, another license, No. 2,547, 
was issued to the identical parties, under the 
names of McDonald and Moller, and return 
was made to the Clerk of the District Court — 
that the parties were joined in marriage by the 
Rev. Daniel Quijano. Accompanying the return, 
there was the following note: 

“N. B—wNo Catholic parties can be married 
by ministers who do not belong to the Roman 
Catholic Church, but only by Catholic priests. 
Otherwise, THE MARRIAGE WILL BE 
VOID AND THE PARTIES REMAIN 
~FREE TO BE MARRIED TO SOME 
OTHER PERSON. AND THE CHILDREN 
WHOM THEY MAY HAVE ARE LOOKED 
UPON AS UNLAWFUL. THIS LAW IS ~ 
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FOR ALL THE WORLD AND FOR EVERY 
NATION.” 

In the light of these facts, I protest earn- 
estly against an officer of the court pretending 
to the right to issue a second license to parties 


already legally married and not separated or 


divorced by legal procedure; against treating 
as null and void, without proper legal process, 
a marriage performed by one authorized and 
licensed to perform the marriage; and against 
-an employee of the Panama Canal, the Rev. 
Daniel Quijano, treating with contempt a-law 
of the United States and of the Panama Canal 
touching the legality of marriage performed by 
others than Roman Catholic priests and the 
legitimacy of children which may issue from 
such marriages. 

I ask your protection against aspersions upon 
marriages performed by me while I am a priest 
in good standing in my communion, and that 
the Rev. Daniel Quijano be restrained from 
publicly interpreting a theory of marriage in 
violation of the laws of the United States and 
of the Canal Zone while he is in the employ of 
the Panama Canal. Respectfully, 

(Signed) H. R. Carson, 
Priest of the Protestant Episcopal Church of 
the U. S. A.; Chaplain, Ancon Hospital. 


The acting Governor took due cogni- 
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zance of this flagrant disregard of the 
laws of this nation by writing the Roman 
Catholic priest and sending a copy of the 
letter to Judge Wm. H. Jackson, the Dis- 
trict Attorney, and Rev. Mr. Carson, the 

complainant. The letter follows: 


THE PANAMA CANAL 
CANAL ZONE 
EXeEcuTIvVE DEPARTMENT 
Bartsoa Heicuts, November 4, 1916. 
Rev. DANIEL QuijANo, Chaplain, Ancon Hos- 
pital. 
(Through Chief Health Officer.) 

Sir:—I am informed that the Rev. H. R. 
Carson married on the 20th of October a couple 
who had previously obtained a proper license 
from the Clerk of the District Court of the 
Canal Zone and that proper return was made 
on the license, which was filed with the Clerk 
of the District Court as provided by law. 

Subsequently, on October 23rd, this same 
couple obtained another license from the Clerk 
of the District Court of the Canal Zone and a 
marriage ceremony was performed by you, and 
I am informed that in making your return to 
the Clerk of the District Court you added the 
following note: 

“N. B.—No Catholic parties can be married 
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by ministers who do not belong to the Roman 
Catholic Church, but only by Catholic priests. 
Otherwise, the marriage will be void and the 
_ parties remain free to be married to some other 
person. And the children whom they may have 
are looked upon as unlawful. This law is for 
all the world and for every nation.” 

The above note contains several statements 
which conflict with the law of the Canal Zone 
upon this subject, which is as follows: 

“Any judicial officer of the Canal Zone or 
minister of any religious association or denom- 
ination in good standing shall be authorized to 
celebrate mariages within the Canal Zone; pro- 
vided that contracting parties shall first have 
procured a marriage license of the Circuit Clerk 
of the Circuit in which the marriage is to be 
performed, etc.” 

It is, of course, clear that all priests an 
ministers of any religious association or denom- 
ination in good standing may perform the mar- 
riage ceremony, and this ceremony is legal and 
binding. The marriage is legal and valid re- 
gardless of any religious denomination to which 
either or both of the parties may belong, and 
the children of such marriage are not looked 
upon as unlawful, but as altogether lawful; and 
neither of the parties to the marriage is at 
liberty to marry again, except after divorce, 
under severe legal penalties. 
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-So far as your statement may be intended 
as. an aspersion on marriages performed by 
other ministers and priests of other religious 
denominations in good standing, as distinct from 
an exposition of the tenets of the Catholic 
Church, it is-an improper one for an official or 
employee of the Panama Canal. The Clerk of 
the Court was in error in issuing a second 
license under the circumstances. 

Respectfully, 
(Signed) CHESTER HarpiNe, 
Acting Governor. 


CC—Judge Wm. H. Jackson, Ancon. 
The District Attorney, Ancon. 
Rev. H. R. Carson, Ancon. 

Can ‘you conceive of anything more 
bigoted than this attempt to substitute _ 
Papal law for that of our own republic? 
Is it not clear that the priesthood is too 
intent upon controlling in as large degree 
as possible the marriage ceremonies in’ 
every land? And this from hierarchical 
representatives of the church that wants 
to “examine” and direct the unification of 
Protestants! 


- We could cite many instances of 
70 


WHERE DIPLOMACY IS NULL | 





abuse of our marriage laws equally as 
flagrant as the above, but we have other 
things to consider. 

Those who have not already become 
familiar with the incident will read with 
some interest an article which was 
printed in the Renacimiento Philipino, an 
independent daily paper published in 
Manila, Philippine Islands. In its issue 
of February 2, 1914, the following ac- 
count appeared, showing clearly Romish 
hostility to Protestant efforts: 


“Two thousand five hundred Bibles burned 
in the public plaza of Vigan, the largest and 
most important city in northern Luzon. Burned 
as an evidence of the displeasure, by the old, es- 
tablished church, of the activity displayed by the 
Protestant missionaries in spreading the word of 
God through the provinces. Thus, briefly, is 
told the tale of the most flagrant and iniquitous 
act perpetrated in the name of religion since the 
days of the Inquisition. And all of which is an 
occurrence of the past week, and which was not 
only witnesed by thousands of spectators, but by 
invited spectators as well. 

“Scarcely for centuries has so gross an act 
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been committed as was the burning in the plaza 
of Vigan, Ilocos Sur, on January 16, by the 
officials of the Catholic Church, of the Bibles 
given as premiums by the representatives of the | 
American Bible Association for admission to the 
Scriptural cinematograph pictures exhibited by 
the traveling agent of that association. Reported 
in Manila only yesterday by returning spectators, 
the occurrence has aroused the authorities of 
both denominations, and the result in all prob- 
ability will be an ecclesiastical question which 
must of necessity involve some three nations. 
As reported by witnesses of Vigan, the facts 
are as follows: Some three weeks ago the travel- 
ing representatives of the American Bible Asso- 
ciation announced a series of cine exhibitions in 
Vigan, the capital of Ilocos Sur. The Bibles 
sold were paper-bound, and printed in the 
Ilocano language. As an inducement to the 
purchase of Bibles, and an added inducement to 
witness the Scriptural films to be shown by the 
traveling cine entertainment, two propositions 
were made to the public of Vigan. 

“The first was that with every Bible sold a 
ticket was to be given gratis to the cine show. 
The second was that with each ticket to the per- 
formance a Bible was to be given. The prices 
of the Bibles were ten and twenty centavos only. 
As a result, more than six thousand Bibles were 
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sold during the three days during which Protes- 
tant missionaries exhibited the films. 

“Two religious organizations, however, are 
contesting the field in that district, the repre- 
sentatives of one of the Catholic Church organ- 
izations contesting the entrance of the Protestant 
missionaries. In opposition to the Bible distri- 
bution scheme of the Protestants, the Catholic 
authorities evolved an idea which was expected 
to set at naught the efforts of the American Bible 
Association. 


“During the three evenings’ performance of » 


the traveling cine, the lighting arrangements of 
which were operated by means of the automobile 
motor which carried the cine machine and outfit, 
some five thousand of the good books were 
taken as admission fees to the tent-hall erected 
by the Protestants. 

“The day following the last Protestant per- 
formance, announcement was made by the repre- 
sentatives of the Catholic Church that they had 


leased the local cine, owned by Sr. Reyes, and - 


that a cine performance under the auspices of 
the Catholic Church would be given on that 
evening. Most interesting of all was the an- 
nouncement that the price of admission would 
be a Bible. No cash would be accepted; Bibles 
only were to be legal tender at the box office. 

“More than two thousand admission fees to 
the older church cine performance were paid by 
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means of the unique currency. Little knew the 
spectators who had paid their admission by ~ 
means of Bibles, as to what was to be the final 
end of their admission fees. The result was 
shown on the following afternoon, however, 
when the public of Vigan was invited by the. 
representatives of the Church of Rome to wit- 
ness a unique spectacle upon the church plaza. 

“Thousands of Vigan people gathered at the 
hour named, and were treated to the unprece- 
dented spectacle of two thousand five hundred 
Christian Bibles being consumed in a fire ignited 
for thew destruction in the center of the plaza. 
No explanation of the meaning of the act was 
given by the Catholic authorities, but the under- 
standing was that jealousy of the success of the 
Protestant missionaries was the primary cause 
of the action of the Roman Church officials. 

“All of Vigan is in a furore at present over 
the occurrence. Communications by the score _ 
are said to have been exchanged between church 
and insular authorities over the matter, and the 
departments of three countries may soon be in 
correspondence. The act of the Catholic authori- 
ties served in a way as a boomerang, as regards 
the sale of Bibles, as, on the day following the 
plaza Bible-burning, more than three thousand 
more Bibles were sold by the representatives of 
the American Bible Association.” 


This shows as conclusively as can any 
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one incident the Roman Catholic present- 
day opposition to the widespread distri- 
bution of the Bible—a thing upon which 
Protestantism is determinedly exerting 
great efforts and expending vast sums of 
money. But hostility is not coming from 
the priests and other hierarchical agents 
alone. There have come from the very 
walls of the Vatican itself, denunciation 
of the Methodist publishing-house, which » 
stands so close to the Vatican—a denun- 
ciation that styled the close proximity of 
such a place as an insult to the “vicar 
of Christ” (the Pope). And in the 
columns of the Pilot, a Roman Catholic 
journal of Boston, for September 23, 
1916, we read the following: 


“We are not guilty of an injustice when we 
declare that a prime object with many Protestant 
missionaries is to discredit the Catholic Church. 
To attain that end they will not scruple at lies. 
We will never forget the wholesale lying in which 
they indulged at Panama Congress, when they 
insulted the entire womanhood of South 


America.” - 
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These are virtually the words of Car- 
dinal O’Connell, since they appeared on 
the editorial page of the paper quoted, a 
paper which is known throughout the 
cardinal’s own diocese as his official 
organ. 

In commenting upon this utterance, a 
leading patriotic paper had the following 
to say: “One naturally wonders how self- 
respecting Protestants enjoy such vitu- 
peration from a prince of the Papacy. 
Such outbursts from official Rome must. 
be rather disconcerting to ultra-loving 
Protestants who go out of their way to 
apologize for popery.” 

The Boston Pilot, from which we 
have quoted, in its issue for Decem- 
ber 25, 1915, in a verbatim report of 
Pope Benedict XV.’s speech of the pre- 
ceding November, when he addressed the 
Society for the Preservation of the Faith 
in Rome, records the following vitupera- 


tive utterance regarding scholarly, God- 
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fearing ministers of the Baptist, Meth- 
odist, Presbyterian and Lutheran 
Churches, who have been sent over from 
America to preach and teach in Rome: 


“What is it that these emissaries of Satan do 
who, in the midst of the Holy City, raise temples 
within which the true worship is denied to God, 
who establish pestilential chairs for the spread of 
error in the midst of the people, and who, with 
full hands, scatter, broadcast, lies and calumnies 
against the Catholic religion and its ministers? 
These diabolical arts are so many assaults against 
the children of Rome. . . . The conspiracy of 
these thieves should be destroyed.” 

It would indeed be interesting if the 
“Holy Father’ should attempt to desig- 
nate just the lies and calumnies that have 
been spread about the “holy Roman 
Church,” but far more interesting and of 
more importance to the world would be 
an entire recounting of all the lies and 
calumnies that have been spread by the | 
Roman Catholic Church against all move- 
ments, whether Christian or otherwise, 


that challenge the autocratic power or 
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political machinations of “the church.” 
It is not unlikely that the Pope had 
reference to such fearless exponents of 
Protestantism as Dr. J. P. Stuart, when 
he spoke of “emissaries of Satan, who in 
the midst of the Holy City, raised temples 
and established pestilential chairs for the 
spread of error.” Dr. Stuart, it should 
be remembered, is a Baptist missionary of © 
considerable influence and has spent much 
time in Italy. In the November issue for 
1916 of the magazine, Home and Foreign 
Fields, he had the following to say: . 


ROME’S PERSECUTION IN ITALY. 


Bloody footprints of persecuted Christians 
are to be found everywhere in Italy, from the 
time of Nero down to the present day. From 
the catacombs of Rome and other Italian cities, 
from the Waldensian valleys of the Alps and 
from the archives of the mystic city of Venice, 
where the waters of its Grand Canal flow over 
the bleached bones of Francisco della Sega and 
other Baptist martyrs of the fourteenth cen- 
tury, we have records of men and women who 
were persecuted to death for their simple faith 
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in Christ. Since the fall of the temporal power 
and the pope has no “Civil Arm” to work his 
massacres, there have been but few persecutions 
to death that have come to light. A number of 
years ago one of our members was killed by a 
Romish mob in the town of Barletta, over on 
the Adriatic Sea. During my stay in Rome, 
a famous Roman Catholic professor wrote a 
book, in which he justifies the taking of the 
life of a heretic to “save his soul” and prevent 
the contamination of “the faithful.” Persecu- 
tion, however, in various forms is still the 
Roman Catholic Church's favorite answer to 
any who dare to deny or oppose its authority. 
I have seen young people driven from their 
homes by Catholic parents, and priests and ex- 
priests hounded from position to position, to 
desperation and starvation, simply because they 
dare to deny the-infallibility of the Pope or 
refuse to do his bidding. I have also seen mobs 
of thousands, incited by the priests, try to 
destroy our missions and kill our people. 

Soon after I went to Italy a Catholic mob 
tried to burn our mission hall at Noto and 
attempted the life of our aged pastor, Signor 
Gaetano Fasulor, because he wrote a tract ex- 
posing one of their saints (who had been 
anything but a saint). At Florida, in Sicily, 
they tried to kill our young pastor, Chiminelli, 
and members of his church in that town, but 
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the worst of all the persecution while I was in 
Italy was that of Bisaccia, a town of ten thou- 
sand inhabitants in the province of Avellino, 
which occurred during the summer of 1910. 
It was worked up by the priests, backed, as I 
found later, by the Vatican. They got together 
a mob of about seven or eight thousand people, 
who, in a superstitious frenzy, swore that they 
would kill or drive out of their town the “Prot- 
estant devils.” When we got a telegram from 
our pastor in a near-by town, asking for help, 
I told Dr. Whittinghill, who was in charge at 
that time, that I thought we ought to go to the 
town to see what we could do, but he said that 
he could not leave, on account of his school, and 
it was agreed that I should go. We went to 
the police authorities and notified them that I 
was going, and asked for protection. When I 
reached the station about eight miles from Bis- 
accia, there was an old-fashioned stage-coach 
awaiting me, with an escort of soldiers. When 
we got to the edge of.the town there were fifty 
other soldiers ready to go with us to our hall. 
I soon saw why the soldiers were needed. The 
street was lined on both sides with from seven 
to eight thousand men, women and children, 
armed with rocks, bricks and sticks. They 
gnashed their teeth like so many wild animals 
and screamed that they would tear us to pieces 
if they could get at us. When we finally 
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reached our hall, an upper room, and I stepped 

out of the coach, I was struck by a piece of 
brick about the size of my fist. Then several 
of our workers, who were with me, got out and 
the soldiers were drawn up around us and finally 
had to point their bayonets at the breasts of the 
people before we could go in our hall. Once 
_ in, we got in an angle of the room where there 
were no windows, for from four o’clock that 
afternoon until ten that night they bombarded 
us with rocks and bricks, one of which I have 
on my desk, as a paperweight, marked: “Bis- 
accia, July 2, 1910.” The next morning the 
soldiers were reinforced and we held our ser- 
vices and comforted the little band of believers 
who huddled about us. That persecution con- 
tinued for three months. I went back twice, 
each time protected by two hundred soldiers 
with guns and bayonets. 

I finally had an audience with ‘the Prime 
Minister, who at that time was Luigi Luzzatti, 
a Jew. He sent four hundred soldiers to the 
town, and about forty of the leaders of the 
persecution were arrested and prosecuted. We 
asked that they might be pardoned. This caused 
a reaction in our favor. Now we have there 
a nice little stone church and school building 
and the sympathy of a large part of the people 
of the town. Since then there has been at- 
tempted persecution of a similar kind, but the 
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Italian Government has immediately suppressed 


it. 

Such a display of the spirit of the 
Nazarene as asking the pardon of those 
who had been their persecutors, must of 
necessity have worked to the injury of 
the Roman Catholic faith, and, to the ex- 
tent that it injures the Church of Rome 
by bringing converts to the purified 
church, does such an act call forth vehe- 
“ment utterances from the hierarchy and 
the laity. Such scenes of lawless mob- 
ocracy as Mr. Stuart describes are the 


things we will be partially responsible for _ 


when we so far forget ourselves as to try 
to co-operate and affiliate with the Roman 
faith. 

And now, forgetting for the moment 
that Roman Catholicism is the open 
enemy of Protestantism whenever and 
wherever it is expedient, let us ask our- 
selves the very natural question: “Can 


we co-operate with a thing we do not 
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_ wish to advance—particularly. in relig- 
- ion?” Do we care to.advance a religion 
whose forms and customs have in such 
a large measure been borrowed from 
pagan Rome? Is idol-worship any the 
more sanctified because it is called ‘“Ro- 
man Catholic religion” than it ever was 
under any other name? 

Providing you were a lawyer, would 
you co-operate with the thing that must 
absolutely work to the injury of the prac- 
tice of law? If you were a man desiring 
wealth only, would you willingly and 
knowingly invest in the thing that you 
knew would mean failure? 

You must answer the same questions 
with reference to this problem. You cer- 
tainly realize how utterly impossible it 
would be for the Protestant Church to 
accomplish its mission by co-operating 
with the hostile Roman Church. Simply 
professing acceptance of Jesus and 


acknowledging him as the Saviour is not 
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sufficient for that church. To the simple- 
faith He taught she has made monstrous 
additions, until her articles of faith can 
hardly be recognized as having any rela- 
tion to Christianity, except in so far as 
the interpolation of Biblical names is con- 
cerned. Let us prove it. 

We find on page 242 of “Romanism 
and the Republic,” by Lansing, the fol- 
lowing quotations from a volume which 
is one of a series entitled “Familiar 
Explanation of Christian Doctrine” 
(adapted for the family and more ad- 
vanced students in Catholic schools and 
colleges), published in 1857 by Kreuzer 
Brothers, Baltimore, and sanctioned by 
Archbishop Bayley: 


“Lesson XII. is called: ‘No Salvation Out- 
side the Roman Catholic Church.’ 

““Q. Since the Roman Catholic Church alone 
is the true Church of Jesus Christ, can any one 
who dies outside of the Church be saved? A. 
He can not. Q. Did Jesus Christ himself assure 
us most solemnly, and in plain words, that no 
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one can be saved out of the Roman Catholic 
Church? A. He did; when he said to his 
Apostles: “Go and teach all nations,” etc. Q. 
What do the Fathers of the Church say about 
the salvation of those who die out of the Roman 
Catholic Church? A. They all, without any 
exception, pronounce them infallibly lost for- 


999 


ever. 


A little further on may be found the 
following: 


“Q.:' Are there any other reasons to show 
that heretics, or Protestants, who die out of 
the Roman Church are not saved? A. There 
are several. They can not be saved because (1) 
they have no divine faith; (2) they make a liar 
of Jesus Christ, of the Holy Ghost, and of the 
Apostles; (3) they have no faith in Christ; (4) 
they fell away from the true Church of Christ; 
(5) they are too proud to submit to the Pope, 
the vicar of Christ; (6) they can not perform 
any good works whereby they can _ obtain 
heaven; (7) they do not receive the body and 
blood of Christ; (8) they die in their sins; (9) 
they ridicule and blaspheme the mother of God 
and his saints; (10) they slander the spouse of 
Jesus Christ, the Catholic Church.” 


Again, on page 97: 


“Q. Now, do you think that God, the Father, 
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will admit into heaven those who thus make 
liars of his Son, Jesus Christ, of the Holy 
Ghost, and the Apostles? A. No; he will let 
them have their portion with Lucifer in hell, 
‘who first rebelled against Christ, and who is 
the father of liars. ©. Have Protestants any 
faith in Christ? A. They never had. Q. Why 
not? A. Because there never lived such a 
Christ as they imagine and believe in. Q.-In 
what kind of a Christ do they believe? A. In 
such a one of whom they can make a liar, etc., 
etc. Q. Will such a faith in such a Christ save — 
Protestants? A. No sensible man will assert 
such an absurdity. Q. What will Christ say to 
them on the day of judgment? A. I know you 
not, because you never knew me.” 


Again, on page 104: 


“Q. Are Protestants willing to confess their 
sins to a Catholic bishop, or priest, who alone - 
has power from Christ to forgive sins? A. No; 
for they generally have an utter aversion to 
confession, and therefore their sins will not be 
forgiven, throughout all eternity. ©. What ~ 
follows from this? A. That they will die in 
their sins, and are damned.” 


We leave the above to the tender 


mercies of the reader, and hasten to call 


your attention to “The Question-box,” a 
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book issued in 1916. This book says on 
its title-page: “Replies to questions re- 
ceived on missions to non-Catholics, by 
Rev. Bertrand L. Conway, of the Paulist 
Fathers.” And, lest its authenticity be 
questioned, let us state that the book 
received the imprimatur of Archbishop 
Joannes M. Farley. 

Consider the following question, 
found on page 107, and its answer in the | 
light of the catechetical teachings just 
considered: 


“Q. Are there not many illustrious men and 
women to be found in our several churches, and 
good souls by the thousands striving their best 
to follow the Lord Jesus? Why is it that you 
Catholics claim exclusively to be ‘a holy Church’ ? 

“A. Yes, undoubtedly, many outside the body 
of the Catholic Church, and even among the 
pagans, have been remarkable for their natural 
virtues; and often they had supernatural faith, 
hope and charity, which they possessed in virtue 
of their union with the soul of God’s Church. 
But the holiness of these individuals of the 
several churches is not due to the sect to which 
they belong, but to the Catholic Church, many 
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of whose teachings and principles their sect 
still retains. Their errors and schisms, of them- 
selves, are destructive, and lead millions of 
their followers into indifferentism and unbe- 
lief. To say nothing of the immoral heresies 
of early and medieval church history, the prin- 
ciples distinctively Protestant—thank goodness 
that many Protestants are better than their prin- 
ciples!—do not make for holiness of life.” 


The above needs no explanation. It 
is sufficiently lucid to be within the grasp 
of any person able to read. 

From this same book we wish to call 
your attention to another question and 
its answer, both of which occur on page 
164: 


“Q. Did not your Church order the massacre 
of thousands of inoffensive French Huguenots 
on St. Bartholomew’s Day (August 24, 1572), 
and the Pope chant Te Deum for it in Rome? 
How could an infallible pope authorize -and 
approve the massacre of one hundred thousand 
inoffensive French Protestants whose only 
offense was their refusal to obey the Church of 
Rome? 

“A. Religion had nothing whatever to do 
with the massacre of St. Bartholomew. It was 
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‘inspired out of purely political motives by the 
unscrupulous, irreligious Catherine de Medici, 
who urged it on her son Charles IX., either to 
forestall a real plot against the life of the king, 
or to anticipate the threatened Huguenot ven- 
geance on account of the attempted assassination 
of Admiral Coligny'on August 22d.” 


The author has more to say in his 
answer than we have set forth, all of 
which is nothing more or less than a 


labored effort to show Rome’s innocence ) — 


in the matter, but impartial historians— 
not interested in the perversion of his- 
tory—have writen on an entirely differ- 
ent line. We quote a very small portion 
of the comment on this same massacre as 
it appears on page 149 of the volume 
“Bac to Bri’ of “Everyman’s Encyclo- 
pedia”’: 

“Prince Henry and the Prince of Condé 
only saved their lives by pretended conversion 
to the Catholic religion. The pope celebrated 
the event by striking a special medal, proclaim- 
ing a year of jubilee, and other ceremonies. 


See White’s ‘Massacre of St. Bartholomew,’ 
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1867, and Acton’s essay in his ‘History of Free- 
dom,’ 1907.” 

Such instances as the foregoing, 
which show Rome’s open war on Protes- 
tantism and her campaign of empty pre- 
tences, make Rome’s attempted use of the 
unification hoax the veriest foolishness. 
Such examples of transactions wherein 
Protestantism has come in contact with 
the Papacy are only a very infinitesimal 
part of the volumes upon volumes that 
might be written, and surely the demon- 
strations of the wide differences between 
the two systems are so great as to show 
the entire lack of common ground; and 
the principles at stake should call in 
trumpet-tones to every man and every 
woman to defend the inherent rights of 
Protestantism and the purified church 
against all hazards—in the church, in the 
Government and in the home! 


VI. 


THE SUPPOSEDLY INFALLIBLE HIER- 
ARCHICAL VOICE 


ND now it might be well for those 

who believe they have any right — 
whatever to read a passage of Scripture 
and place upon it their own interpreta- 
- tion, or to be guided in religious matters 
by their own conscience, to consider the 
_ following utterance of Pope Leo XIII. in 
his “Great Encyclical Letters,” published 
by Benzinger Brothers, printers to the 
Holy Apostolic See. While reading this 
letter of Leo’s on the “Christian Consti- 
tution of States,” which particularly has 
to deal with conditions in the United 
States, bear in mind the intimate rela- 


tions of the principles which are funda- 


mental to: democracy and Protestantism 
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alike, and note further the opinion of Leo 
as to the rights of individuals. We quote 
from pages 120 and 121: 


“Sad it is to call to mind how the harmful 
and lamentable rage for innovation, which rose 
to a climax in the sixteenth century, threw first 
of all into confusion the Christian religion, and 
next, by natural sequence, invaded the precincts 
of philosophy, whence it spread amongst all 
classes of society. From this source, as from 
a fountainhead, burst forth all those later tenets 
of unbridled license which, in the midst of the 
terrible upheavals of the last century, were 
wildly conceived and boldly proclaimed as the 
principles and foundation of that new jurispru- 
dence which was not merely previously un- 
known, but was at variance on many points 
with not only the Christian, but even with the 
natural, law. I> 

“Amongst these principles, the main one 
lays down that, as all men are alike by race and 
nature, so in like manner all are equal in the 
control of their life; that each one is so far his - 
own master as to be in no sense under the rule 
of any other individual; that each is free to 
think on every subject just as he may choose, 
and to do whatever he may like to do; that no 
man has any right to rule over other men. In 
a society grounded upon such maxims, all gov- 
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ernment is nothing more nor less than the will 
of the people, and the people, being under the 
power of itself alone, is alone its own ruler. 
It does choose, nevertheless, some to whose 
charge it may commit itself, but in such wise 
that it makes over to them not the right, so 
much as the business, of governing, to be exer- 
cised, however, in its own name. 

“The authority of God is passed over in 
silence, just as if there were no God; or as if 
He cared nothing for human society; or as if 
men, whether in their individual capacity or 
bound together in social relations, owed noth- 
ing to God; or as if there could be a govern- 
ment of which the whole origin and power and 
authority did not reside in God Himself. Thus, 
as is evident, a State becomes nothing but a 
multitude, which is its own master and ruler. 
And since the populace is declared to contain 
within itself the spring-head of all rights and 
of all power, it follows that the State does not 
consider itself bound by any kind of duty 
towards God. Moreover, it believes that it is 
not obliged to make public profession of any 
religion; or to inquire which of the very many 
religions is the only one true; or to prefer one 
religion to all the rest; or to show to any form 
of religion special favor; but, on the contrary, 
is bound to grant equal rights to every creed, 
so that public order may not be disturbed 
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by any particular form of religious belief. 

“And it is a part of this theory that all 
questions that concern religion are to be referred 
to private judgment; that every one is to be 
free to follow whatever religion he prefers, or 
none at all if he disapprove of all. From this 
the following consequences logically flow: that 
the judgment of each one’s conscience is inde-- 
pendent of all law; that the most unrestrained 
opinions may be openly expressed as to the 
practice or omission of divine worship; and 
that every one has unbounded license to. think 
whatever he chooses and to publish abroad 
whatever he thinks. 

“Now, when the State rests on foundations 
like those just named—and for the time being 
they are greatly in favor—it readily appears 
into what, and how unrightful a position, the 
Church is driven. For when the public busi- 
ness is in harmony with doctrines of such a 
kind, the Catholic religion is allowed a standing 
in civil society equal only, or inferior, to . 
societies alien from it; no regard is paid to the 
laws of the Church, and she who, by the order 
and commission of Jesus Christ, has the duty 
of teaching all nations, finds herself forbidden 
to take any part in the instruction of the people. 
With reference to matters that are of twofold 
jurisdiction, they who administer the civil power 
lay down the law at their own will, and in 
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matters that appertain to religion defiantly put 
aside the most sacred decrees of the Church.” 

Now we are getting at the real source 
of dissensions between Protestantism and 
Catholicism. The former looks to Jesus 
as the Fountainhead of Christianity with- 
out regard to earthly beings, while the 
latter looks to the pope as one who stands 
in the place of God on earth and regards 
him, when speaking ex cathedra, as the » 
“vicar of Christ,” incapable of erring in 
his utterances. 

Let us ask you to again read the fore- 
going quotation from the pope of Rome, 
bearing in mind that where he refers to 
God he means the pope (God on earth), 
and where he refers to the church he 
means only the Roman Church, and 
where he refers to Christianity he means 
those individuals, or collections of indi- 
viduals, professing the Roman Catholic 
faith. Then bear in mind that this pope 


is one of the most able masters of word 
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wizardry that ever deigned to be “vicar 
of Christ.” 

Isn’t it pleasant to consider the first 
paragraph of this quotation from Leo 
XIII. (the man who started the Roman 
Catholic portion of the movement looking 
to Protestant unity) ? 

A man who in an encyclical letter (in- 
tended for Catholic reading) refers to 
the desire for reform as a “lamentable 
rage for innovation,” and declares that 
from the “climax [the Reformation]. in 
the sixteenth century burst forth all 
those later tenets of unbridled license,” 
is indeed a most proper person, from a 
Roman Catholic viewpoint, to begin: 
teaching us, as hé has taught them, the 
tenets of the “only true faith.” But we 
have already seen the results of Romish 
dominancy and may not be so easily led 
backward. 

Then, too, it is very pleasant to reflect 


on the second paragraph of that encyc- 
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lical. He who loves freedom of thought, 
“speech, press, and last, but not least, free- 
dom of conscience, will surrender all 
these things with great pleasure (?). 
Pope Leo, no doubt, had very pleasant 
visions (when he constructed this encyc- 
lical letter) of starting unity among Prot- 
estants under the direction of the Roman 
Church, in order that this business of 
governing, which he has spoken of in the 
third paragraph quoted, might be recon- 
structed and the United States brought to 
realize that the “whole origin and power 
and authority” resides in God (the pope). 
Sad indeed is our plight that we do 
not consider the State “bound by any 
kind of duty towards God” (the pope). 
Worse, our State governments are not 
“preferring one religion to all the rest.” 
What! would this pope, who so ardently 
craved unity in Protestantism (under 
Catholic sway), have our State govern- 


ments become intolerant by declaring 
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some one religion “the only one true’? 
And how shameful, since the individual 
man must himself suffer for his sins, that 
religion should be left to “private judg- 
ment”; and how unforgivable in the 
sight of God (the pope) is this “un- 
bounded license to think whatever” one 
chooses! 

As a result of such a heretical form 
of government as ours, “it readily ap- 
pears in what and how unrightful a 
position the church is driven.” Think of 
it, the State pays no regard to “the laws 
of the church.” Acting Governor Hard- 
-ing, of Panama, in his letter to the priest, 
which we quoted some pages back, 
showed our utter disregard for the Ro- 
man marriage law. And then, too, “she 
[the Roman Church] who, by the order 
and commission of Jesus Christ, has the 
duty of teaching all nations, finds herself 
forbidden to take any part in the instruc- 
tion of the people.” Again, what! did this 
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unity-craving pope want to instruct our 
people? We have evidence enough of 
how far instruction proceeds in Catholic 
countries, in the statistical table of illiter- 
acy submitted some few pages back. 
What Leo objects to is the public school; © 
for that thelting-pot of democracy im- 
perils the faith of Roman Catholic chil- 
dren, because it fits them for citizenship 
in an enlightened and Protestant land, 
and because the Catholic faith will not 
bear the searchlight of free, non-sectarian, 
unpapalized education and publicity. 
Catholic parish schools are erected in 
opposition to the public school, and the 
public school is forthwith pronounced as 
“godless,” while our school boards, dom- 
inated by Romanism, employ Roman 
Catholic teachers, whose mission is to ul- 
timately undermine our schools just as 
the four cardinals expect to undermine 
the Protestant Church by directing the 


movement for Protestant unity. Witness 
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these utterances against our splendid free- 
school system, the first three from the 
syllabus of Pope Pius IX., 1864: 


“The church has the right to deprive the civil 
authorities of the entire government of the public 
school. 

“The Catholic Church has the right to inter- 
fere in the discipline of the public schools and in 
the choice of the teachers for these schools. 

“Education outside the Catholic Church is 
damnable heresy.” 

“Education must be controlled by Catholic 
authorities, and under education the opinions of 
individuals and the utterances of the press are 
included, and many opinions are to be forbidden 
by the secular arm, under the authority of the 
church, even to war and bloodshed.’—Catholhic 
W orld, July, 1870. 

“The children of the public schools turn out 
to be horse-thieves, scholastic counterfeiters, and 
well versed in the schemes of deviltry. . . . I 
frankly confess that Catholics stand before this 
country as the enemies of the public schools.”— 
—Father Phelan at St. Louis Convention, as pub- 
lished in the Western Watchman, October, 1873. 


And now to return to the popes. The 
utterances of Leo are not the only evi- 


dence showing Papal hatred for those 
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things made possible by the Protestant 
Reformation. The last three popes have 
each denounced freedom of press, speech, 
assembly and conscience, in most em- 
phatic terms. Lack of space alone pre- 
vents us citing utterance upon utterance, 
in proof of the assertion, but we can give 
you an illustration which shows con- 
clusively : 

1. The attitude of the popes is a law 
of itself unto lesser lights of the hier- 
archy and the children of the church gen- 
erally. 

.2. That children of Rome are forbid- 
den to even passively sit in a Protestant 
service, thus showing that the Jesuitical 
cardinals appointed to “examine” us, are 
only pretenders. 

The illustration we are to give is in 
an article which appeared in the Buffalo 
(N. Y.) Express for January 29, 1917, 
taken from a leaflet written by Father 


Patrick H. Casey, of the Society of Jesus 
101 


A WOLF IN SHEEP’S CLOTHING 





(Jesuit), and handed out in Catholic 
churches of that diocese on Sunday, Jan- 
uary 28. We quote the leaflet, as printed 
in the Buffalo Express: 


“I have been asked: ‘Why don’t Catholics 
go to hear Billy Sunday? MHere is the reason: 

“Mr. Sunday is preaching a defective, incom- 
plete Christianity—a Christianity from which 
are cut away numerous dogmas as dear to us 
as life itself. Our absence is our protest. A 
silent protest, no doubt, but none the less 
’ emphatic for those who care to notice. 

“Catholics know full well that the tabernacle 
service is a Protestant service. It is a religious 
service. It is conducted by a Protestant. It is 
held under Protestant auspices. But, above all, 
every doctrine distinctively Catholic is elimi- 
nated from the preaching. This is done, not by 
any choice or preference of the preacher, but 
by the very nature of the case, by the demands 
of the religion he professes and by the very 
management under which he works. 

“Now, speaking generally and without going 
into subtle distinctions which have no bearing 
on the present question, Catholics are not 
allowed to take part in a Protestant service, not 
even a mere ‘passive’ part. Why? Possibly 
they give no scandal. Possibly their faith is in 
no way endangered. And the supposition is 
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that they take no ‘active part’ in the service. 
Their part is that of mere attentive, interested 
listeners. But this is a part. This is an im- 
“portant part. It is a part that mightily con- 
tributes to the success and influence of the 
whole service. You may contribute to the 
service by joining in the chorus, by putting a 
coin in the pan, or by putting yourself under 
the magic of the speaker. Your attention, your 
interest, your Catholic attitude of reverence— 
all contribute to the success of the meeting, 
therefore to the success of Protestantism, to 
the success of a religion which you believe to 
be false and only a mutilated form of Chris- 
tianity. This is disloyalty to your own religion.” 


If this is not an evidence that Papal 
teachings come down to the laity step by 
step through the hierarchy, we fail to 
grasp its significance. 

“Further, if it does not brand the ap- 
pointment of cardinals who shall “exam- 
ine” us, as a traitorous piece of hypocrisy 
founded on a carefully laid plan to ad- 
vance Catholicism at the expense of Prot- 
estantism, we fail to understand plain 


English and lack all power of analysis. 
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And now, believing that we have 
clearly defined the extent to which church 
unity can be indulged in, we shall leave 
the matter with you, after citing one 
more short quotation. Surely after read- 
ing it—if you have not already fully 
made up your mind to resist the over- 
tures of that portion of the campaign 
looking to Protestant unity, promoted by 
Jesuitical Rome—you will at least resolve 
to know more about this un-American 
organization now enjoying the freedom 
of a Protestant democracy—while de- 
nouncing our religion, our Government, 
our schools and even our national hymn. 

The following is a portion of an ar- 
ticle taken from the Monitor, Newark, 
New Jersey, for July 5, 1913 (the 
Monitor is an official Catholic paper of 
Bishop McFaul’s diocese) : 


“OQuT OF ORDER IN THE CATHOLIC SCHOOLS. 
—As this is the time of year at which graduat- 
ing exercises are held in Catholic schools and 
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Catholic colleges, it will not be out of place to 
sound a note of warning against the singing of 
‘America’ by the pupils of these educational 
institutions. The doggerel lines so dear to the 
hearts of all Anglomaniacs should never be 
heard within the walls of a Catholic school or 
a Catholic college. ... It is especially unsuit- 
able for Catholic celebration. Think of Catholic 
boys and girls singing: 


“ “Land where my fathers died, 
Land of the Pilgrims’ pride.’ 


. . . If any of our readers happen to be present 
on an occasion when this offense [singing of © 
the hymn ‘America’ before Catholics] shall be 
repeated, we advise them to hiss, and _ hiss 
vigorously. No matter if they disturb the 
harmony of the proceedings. Their doing so 
will bring out the true character of ‘America,’ 
which never should be sung at a Catholic gath- 
ering.” 


And this from an agent of those who 
would “examine’”’ us. 
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E know of no other in modern 
times who has passed through 
such personal and public religious con- 
flicts and controversies, and yet who 
combined to such a marked degree the 
two qualities of strength and tenderness, 
in dealing with religious subjects, as the 
Rev. Charles Chiniquy.” So says the 
Guatemala News, organ of the Guate- 
mala Mission, in its issue for April, 1917, 
preparatory to reproducing an article 
which, though written some years ago, 
in its subject-matter meets present condi- 
tions and sounds warnings that need to 
be heeded. 
The Rev. Charles Chiniquy, D.D.,_ 


was a member of the Roman Catholic 
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Church for fifty years, and for twenty- 
five years was one of her most illustrious 
priests, having been repeatedly honored 
and decorated with medals by the pope; 
but the last forty years of his life were 
spent as a member of ‘the Protestant 
church, and he has everywhere been rec- 
ognized as a sincere man of God, in many 
ways, if not in all ways, the most remark- 
able man who has ever left the Roman > 
Catholic Church. 

We shall present the article by Dr. 
Chiniquy as it appears in the Guatemala 
News, as the final word of warning; for, 
read in the light of the foregoing pres- 
entation, it leaves nothing to be added. 
If you will but bear in mind that Dr. 
Chiniquy’s article was written years ago, 
you can not fail to recognize in present 
conditions and the actions we have cited 
the fulfillment of Dr. Chiniquy’s knowl- 
edge and foresight, born of intimate as- 


sociation with Rome. Neither can you 
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fail to recognize in it an absolute warn- 
ing for the present day. Probably one of 
the most vital lessons to be learned from 
this article by Dr. Chiniquy is, that to 
assist Roman Catholicism in building its 
cathedrals; in building its hospitals; in 
building its Houses of the Good Shep- 
herd, and its houses of correction; in per- 
mitting it to draw public funds for the 
advancement of its peculiar institutions, 
or assisting it in any other manner—is 
treason to the word of God, to our coun- 
try, and to our homes. If there remains 
any doubt in the mind of the reader as 
to the true status of the Papal Church 
after having read the closing quotation, 
we are forced to the conclusion that such 
a reader belongs not in the Protestant 
church, but in the Church of Rome. Dr. 
Chiniquy’s article follows: 


The general indifference on the part of 
Protestants to the real character and evils of 
Romanism arises largely from the idea that 
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there is a sufficient amount of truth and good 
in that system to justify its being regarded as 
a church of Christ. Cardinal Manning truly 
stated that “the Roman Catholic Church is either 
the kingdom of the Son of God or the master- 
piece of Satan.” As it is most manifestly the 
latter, it is certainly not Christianity. The con- 
viction of this must be deepened before much 
efficient work is done against the diabolical 
system. It is sad to see some prominent Prot- 
estants taking a wrong position on this subject. 

Rev. Charles Hodge was a professor in the 
Presbyterian Theological Seminary at Princeton 
for about half a century. He was a man of a 
powerful intellect and undoubted piety; but on 
this subject he was weak, and as his opinions. 
had very great weight with many ministers and 
others, his influence in that direction was, to 
say the least, unfavorable. 

Virgil gives us the history of a skillful 
mariner, who, deceived by the sweet but per- 
fidious voices of the Sirens, perished on the 
rocks of Scylla; so, when traveling on the 
sublime and bottomless sea of Christianity, it 
has been my sad lot to see more than one ship- 
wreck caused by the sweet but deceptive voices: 
of the Siren of the man of sin. 

The venerable Dr. Hodge was an example 
of this. I give here his letter, followed by my 
reply: 
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“My Dear Sir:—The question proposed in 
your letter is one to which wise and good men 
have given different answers. 

“Some say that the Romish Church teaches 
serious error; that, as the influence of that 
church is everywhere, and, from its nature, 
hostile to civil and religious liberty, therefore 
it is wrong to grant it any voluntary support 
or direct encouragement. : 

“Others say that, inasmuch as the Roman 
Catholic Church teaches truth enough to save 
the souls of men (of which I have no doubt) ; 
inasmuch as it proclaims the divine authority of 
the Scriptures, the obligation of the Decalogue 
and the retributions of eternity; and inasmuch 
as it calls upon men to worship God, the 
Father, Son and Spirit—it is unspeakably better 
than no church at all. And, therefore, when 
the choice is between that and none, it is wise 
and right to encourage the establishment of 
churches under the control of Catholic priests. 

“For myself, I take the latter view. The 
principle can not be carried out that no church 
should be encouraged that teaches error. For 
- then we could help none but our own. And 
the principle involves the absurdity that a little 
error is more powerful for evil than a great 
deal of truth for good. 3 

“Of course public men should act on Chris- 
tian principles, and if it is wrong for a private 
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Christian to help a Catholic church, it must be 
wrong for a corporation to do so. 

“While, therefore, I dread the influence of 
the Romish Church, and recognize its corrup- 
tions in doctrines and worship, I nevertheless 
believe that it is better that men should be 
Roman Catholics than infidels or atheists. 
Romanists teach people to worship Christ, and 
to regard and acknowledge him as the Salvator 
Hominum. 

“Very truly your friend, etc., 
“CHARLES Hopce.” 


_ Dear Sir:—Since I accepted, by the great 
mercy of God, the truth as it is in Jesus, and 
renounced the errors of Rome, I have, now and 
then, heard many strange things about the doc- 
trines of that church, but nothing looks to me 
so strange and saddening as the letter which 
Dr. Hodge, of Princeton, has written to approve 
the Protestants who build up the churches of 
Rome. I have just read that letter in your issue 
of the 24th of August. And though it seems 
an act of folly, on my part, to publicly protest 
against the views of such a learned theologian, 
my conscience tells me it is an imperious duty 
to raise my voice against the manifest and most 
dangerous errors contained in the document. 

If Dr. Hodge had not so many titles to the 
respect and gratitude of the Protestant com- 
munity, if he were not truly one of the most 
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shining lights of our firmament, and if his long 
and matchless service in the defense of the 
truth had not given him such a title to the con- 
fidence of us all, his error would not be so 
fatal and deplorable, and I would remain silent. 

My humble position, my very insignificance, 


would be my excuse, in my own eyes, for 


remaining as mute as a dog in the presence of 
danger. Even to-day I am tempted to say to 
my alarmed conscience: “Hold your tongue; be 
still and quiet—you are in the presence of a 
giant—with a knock of his little finger he can 
pulverize you—let these errors go their way 


and spread—you can’t help: these ugly stones, 


coming down from a high mountain, roll with 
irresistible force—you will surely be crushed 
down if you are foolish enough to put yourself 
in the way and try to stop them.” . 

I see too clearly the errors of Dr. Hodge. 
I know too well the incalculable injuries they 
will do to the cause of Christ, to allow myself 
‘to be guided by any selfish fear. Though the 


humblest and weakest soldier of Christ, I have. 


heard Him say, to all those who were enrolled 
under His banners, “Fear not.” Many times 
the humblest sentinel, from the ignored out- 
post, has saved the army by sounding the alarm 
in time. 

Dr. Hodge gives three principal reasons for 


approving the Protestants who build the church- — 
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es of Rome: Ist. The Church of Rome teaches 
truths enough to save the souls of men. 2d. It 
proclaims the divine authority of the Scriptures 


_ the obligations of the Decalogue, ete. 3d. 


The Romanists teach people to worship Christ 
and acknowledge Him as the Saviour of the 
world. 

If these assertions are correct, Luther, Cal- 
vin, Knox, etc., would be the most guilty men 
of modern times, and the millions of martyrs 
whom Rome has slaughtered would be nothing 
else but rebels justly punished. If the Church | 
of Rome’s teaching can save souls, why should 
we continue to protest against the great soul-. 
saving church (?), and why do we not go to 
the feet of the Pope to make our peace with 


him? 


Dr. Hodge is a mighty logician; I know it, 
and he has, probably, many brilliant theories in 
store to support his position. But the more 
arguments he will bring to prove that Rome is 
a soul-saving church, and that she is a true 
worshiper of Christ, the better he will prove 


. that Luther and Calvin, with their millions of 


Protestant followers, Dr. Hodge included, were, 
and are to-day, the greatest fools and the most 


. wicked of men for having made so much noise, 


.caused so much shedding of blood, to get out 

-of the chains of Rome; the more he will prove 

the verity of the Rev. Mr. Ecker: “Protestant- 
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ism is a failure.” And if the learned theologian 
of Princeton can persuade the Protestants that 
they do well to build churches for the Roman- 
ists, the surer he will make the prophecy of the ~ 
same Ecker good: “Before twenty-five years ' 
the United States will be Roman Catholic!” 

Had Dr. Hodge been, as I have been, a 
priest of Rome a quarter of a century, he 
would have spared his friends and admirers the 
surprise and sadness we have felt at his strange 
views on the matter. 

I do not pretend to say I am perfectly sure 
of what the learned divine means by “truth 
enough to save the soul,’ and I would like to 
know his mind more positively on the subject. 
But before I have that favor, I must bear 
testimony to the truth, and say, “After twenty- 
five years of experience and study as a priest 
of Rome, I do not know a single truth which 
the apostate church has kept intact and unmixed 
with the most diabolical and damnable errors.” 
Let us take the nature, eternity, holiness and 
independence of God, for instance, as revealed 
in Christ and by Christ. What is the God of 
the Roman Catholic Church, seen or known 
through the doctrine of transubstantiation? A 
God made with a piece of bread by a man! 
Just as Aaron took the bracelets and the ear- 
rings of the Israelites, melted them, turned 
them into a golden calf, and said to the people, 
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“These be thy gods, O Israel, which brought 
thee out_of the land of Egypt,” so the priest 
of Rome says to his servant-girl: “I want to 
carry the good God [le bon Dieu] to a sick 
man to-morrow, but there are no more wafers 
in the tabernacle; make me fifty wafers or little 
cakes that I may consecrate them.” And the 
domestic mixes the flour with some water, and 
bakes the whole between two red irons, on 
which there is a cross engraved with the 
abridged name of Jesus. Then she takes her 
scissors and cuts those cakes, which are origi-. 
nally about five inches large, cuts them into 
small round wafers about one inch large, and 
respectfully hands them to the priest. The 
next morning that same priest takes those 
small, round wafers to the altar, pronounces five 
magic words, and showing to the people the 
wafers, which are now turned into as many 
gods, he says, “This is our God; this is the 
Lamb of God which takes away the sins of the 
world; adore Him,” and the whole people, with 
the priest himself, falling on their knees with 
their faces in the dust, adore and worship the 
new-born or new-made god. 

I ask it—where is the difference between this 
modern abomination and the idolatry of the 
Israelites? The only difference is that the 
Jewish idolatry was of short duration; they 
did not stick to it, they gave it up the next 

115 


~ 


A WOLF IN SHEEP’S CLOTHING 





day, and shed tears of repentance. But the 
iniquity, the awful idolatry of Rome, is a per- 
manent fact. Their wafer-god, their god made 
bya priest, with the help of the servant-girl, 
is the basis, the life, the grand, constant and 
public object of their adoration. 1 know that 
the Romanists and Jesuits have very curious, 
though very ridiculous, arguments. to bind the 
poor slaves of the Pope, and to prove to them 
that the adoration of the wafer-god is not 
idolatry. But I hope that Dr. Hodge will not 
prostitute his high intelligence in attempting to 
help the sophists of Rome in the efforts they 
make to prove to the world that a man can 
make a wafer, turn it into God, and worship | 
that god which he has just made himself, with- 

out being an idolater. But if Dr. Hodge con- 
fesses that the worship of the wafer-god is an 
idolatrous act, how can he say that Rome 
teaches truth enough to save the soul? 

Through her sacrilegious and idolatrous sacri- 
fice of the mass, the Church of Rome has not only 
dragged back the modern world to the idolatry 
of paganism, but she has added the brutalizing 
and degrading dogmas of the priest of Jupiter 
and Venus. 

During the twenty-five years I was a priest 
of Rome, almost every morning I had to turn 
into a god a wafer made by my servant-girl. I 
was assured by my church that that was my 
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true Saviour and my true God. After that, I 
had to eat it in the same way that I eat the 
food which is on my table. And there are 
more than two hundred thousand priests of 
Rome who, to-day, believe,.and do preach, the 
same monstrous things. Nay, you do not 
probably see a single priest in the streets, or | 
in the cars, who does not carry a dozen of those 
wafer-gods in his vest or pantaloon pockets. 
And we are gravely told that the church 
teaches saving truth about God! Well, if the 
“reverend theologian of Princeton really believes. 
that the priests of Rome have the power to 
change the wafer into his very Saviour and 
God, why does he not go to worship Him at 
the feet of their altars? But if, as I am cer- 
tain, that great Christian man would prefer to 
be thrown into a burning furnace rather than 
to adore the wafer-god of Rome, how can he 
tell us that it is no sin to build temples for such 
a sacrilegious and idolatrous worship? 

We are gravely told in that letter that the 
“Romanists teach Christ, and regard Him as 
the Saviour of the world.” Into what strange 
delusions good and learned men are apt to fall. 
In writing these lines, the celebrated theologian, 
no doubt, consulted more the kind disposition 
of his Christian heart than his vast erudition. 
When the Protestants meet their Roman Cath- 
olic neighbors; when they listen to the inter- 
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esting lectures, or read some of their learned 
books; when they see their smiling lips, their 
refined manners—they like to conclude that 
such amiable and learned men are true wor- 
shipers of Christ. It does them good to live 
in that illusion; they do not even like to hear 
anything contrary to what they consider the 
only charitable and Christian way to think of 
their neighbors. 

So Rome has many ways to deceive even 
the most intelligent and learned ones—she is so 
expert in the art of entrapping and bewitching 
souls! Is it not written of that wonderful . 
church that it will “come after the working of 
Satan, with all power and signs, and lying won-- 
ders, with all deceivableness of unrighteous- 
ness’? 

~ But the kind and Christian, though mis- 
taken, feelings of Dr. Hodge and some other 
Protestants toward the Roman Catholics, will 
not change the awful truth. The apostate 
Church of Rome has, long since, forsaken and 
forgotten the real divine Christ of the gospel, 
and has forged another christ to suit her pride, 
her lust and her unquenchable thirst of power — 
and human glory. 

The Christ of the gospel is the only corner- 
stone of His church. The Church of Rome has 
granted that privilege to Peter. The Christ of 
the gospel is the head of His church—but the 
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christ of Rome said: “It is the Pope that is the 
head of the Church.” The Christ of the gospel 
has promised His Holy Ghost to all His dis- 
ciples, even to the humblest ones, to guide them 
in all their ways and teach them the sense of 
His holy words. But the christ of Rome has 
promised his holy ghost only to the Pope, who 
alone has the understanding of the Scriptures, 
and the knowledge of the truth. The christ of 
Rome says to the sinner: “Go to Mary and you 
shall be saved.” The Christ of the gospel is 
the incarnate love toward sinners. He loves , 
them; He likes to be called their friend. He 
constantly prays for them with a love and 
mercy that no human language can express. 
But the christ of Rome is constantly angry 
against sinners—he would not listen to their 
prayers: he would shut his ears to their humble 
supplications, if his mother were not constantly 
reminding him of the price he had paid anc the 
blood he had shed for them. The Christ of the 
gospel is God and man; as God He is as eternal 
as His Father, He could have no mother, But 
the christ of Rome is quite a modern god; he 
was born about nineteen hundred years ago; 
his mother is Mary, who everywhere is invoked 
and called the Mother of God by the Romanists. 

As Dr. Hodge is a good logician, he will 
easily find that if Mary be the mother of God, 
Saint Anne, who is the mother of Mary, and 
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Joachim, who is-her father, must be truly the 
grandmother and the grandfather of the god of 
Rome, and Adam his great-grandfather! <A 
most marvelous fact, which, when well under- 
stood, will make it more Christian for the 
Protestants to raise temples to a god who has 
such glorious grandmothers and grandfathers. 

It is true, as Dr. Hodge says, that the 
Church of Rome calls her christ “the Saviour 
of the world.” But this is just as when her 
executioners called Him “King of Israel.” It 
is mockery. For, the very moment she has 
called: Christ “the Saviour of the world,” she 
goes to Mary and calls her, also, “the Saviour 
of the world.” : 

Rome says most eloquently, in many of her 
books, that Jesus is the hope, the refuge, the 
salvation of sinners. But this is only to throw 
dust in the eyes of such good and unsuspecting 
men as Dr. Hodge. Turn the page and you 
will see that, with still more eloquence, she calls 
Mary “the only hope, refuge and salvation of 
sinners—the door of heaven.” 

If some popes tell you it is through Jesus 
that every grace comes to man, and that He is 
the surest foundation of our hope, that glorious 

‘truth in the Church of Rome is only a blind to 

deceive—for many more infallible popes will 

assure you, in their infallible encyclicals, that it 

is Mary who is the surest foundation of our 
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hope. I will not insult Dr. Hodge by giving 
the names of the popes and the documents 
which proclaim those plain, clear, blasphemous 
doctrines, for he knows them very well. 

The true Christ was meek and humble and 
merciful. He rebuked His apostles when they 
wanted to punish those who rejected Him. He 
proclaimed liberty of conscience among men. 
But the christ of Rome is a bloody monster, 
who, through his infallible vicar, the Pope, has 
approved the slaughter of the Saint Bartholo- 
mew, and covered Europe with rivers of blood. 


’ and tears. 


No! the christ of Rome, with his hatred of 
liberty, his constant oppression to every human 
progress, his infallible Pope, his holy inquisi- 
tions, his hatred of the Bible, can not be the 
true Christ, who is worshiped at Princeton 
‘Seminary. It is an old, false god, smuggled 
by the Pope from the old Pantheon of Rome, 
presented to the world under the name of 
Christ. 

No! the christ whom I have made, during 
the twenty-five years, with the help of my 
servant-girl, and with a wafer—the christ who, 
through his vicar, the Pope, has made me 
believe the most monstrous lies, who has per- 
suaded me that his body, his blood, his divinity, 
could be verily and substantially eaten by me, 
can not be the Son of the God of truth. He is 
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the father of lies and deception; and the dis- 
ciples of the true Christ, who raise temples to 
the spurious christ of the popes, may be good, 
honest, sincere Christians, but they are mis- 
taken. They give a helping hand to the greatest 
enemy of the gospel; they build up the Bible- 
burning church; they strengthen those who, 
after having destroyed the Bible, will not rest 
until they destroy every vestige of liberty and 
true Christianity on earth, even if they have to 
wade up to their knees in the blood of the dis- 
ciples of the gospel. The Protestants who 
build up the Church of Rome give help and 
strength to the enemy. 

Rev. Dr. Hodge says of the Church of 
Rome, “She proclaims the divine authority of 
the Scriptures,” and he takes that as his ground 
for approving those who build up the churches 
of the Pope. What would the good Doctor 
think and say were I to go to him with a golden 
cup half filled with the purest water, but after 
-having put as much arsenic as there is water 
in the cup, I would tell him: “Please, sir, 
- drink; this is good and refreshing water”? 
Would he not repulse me with horror, and 
justly call me a murderer? 

Now, what is the Church of Rome doing 
with the gospel? Does she not offer it to the 
people only after she has mixed it with her 
poisonous tradition? Does not the Church of 
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Rome, in the most absolute and positive way, 
say that the written gospel (which we call the 
Scriptures) is only a part, an unfinished frag- 
ment, of the gospel? Can Dr. Hodge ignore 
that the Council of Trent has put the tradition 
(which they call the unwritten gospel) on a 
level with the written gospel; that the one is 
of as much divine authority as the other; and ~ 
that the Roman Catholic is not allowed to drink 
the waters of life, except when mixed with 
the deadly poison—arsenical preparations—ot 
- Popery? 

The learned theologian says that Rome pro- 
claims the divine authority of the Scriptures, 
- but he forgets that it is only on condition that 
we receive the Holy Scriptures in the light of 
Romish tradition. For Rome proclaims the 
divine authority of the Scriptures, but only with 
the condition that, under that name, we accept 
the divine origin and authority of the traditions 
about Purgatory, Transubstantiation, Indul- 
gences, Auricular Confession, Immaculate Con- - 
ception, Infallibility of the Pope, etc. Does he 
really accept the meaning which that church 
attaches to the word of God—Holy Scriptures? 
Does he believe that by rejecting the authority 
of the one, he rejects the authority of the 
other? Then he is a good Roman Catholic; he 
is all right when he takes the side of the 
- priests of Rome, and approves the Protestants 
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who spend money in building the churches of 
the Pope. But if he rejects with horror, from 
his lips, the golden cup which Rome offers her 
blind slaves, then he is wrong. The mistake of 
Dr. Hodge is very common among the honest 
and wumnsuspecting Protestants of the United 
States. They too easily forget that the Church 
of Rome very often says one thing and means 
another quite different. When she speaks of 
the Holy Scriptures with an apparent respect, 
and proclaims their divinity, many think that she 
means only that blessed word of God which is 
contained in the Holy Bible, such as they have 
at Princeton College. But it is not so. 

When Rome speaks of the word of God, 
the Holy Scriptures, she means the Scriptures 
transmitted through the written and unwritten 
tradition. She means the Apocrypha, purga- 
tory, celibacy, absolution, mass, holy water, 
works of supererogation, worship of Mary, 
infallibility, etc. 

She pretends to have the greatest respect for 
those two things when perfectly united in one 
body of doctrine. But she does not conceal her 
implacable hatred of the true Scriptures, the 
Bible, as Dr. Hodge has it in his hands. That 
learned man seems to ignore that the Scripture, 
the Bible, separated from the traditions and the 
Romish commentaries, is absolutely declared a 
dangerous, a soul-destroying book by Rome, 
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and the Council.of Trent has forbidden the 
people to read it in their mother tongue. He 
also seems to have forgotten that the Bible 
Society, whose object is to give the Holy 
Scriptures unmixed with traditions, notes and 
comments, has been, time after time, declared 
by the infallible Church of Rome to be an 
instrument of the devil to destroy the souls 
of men. No doubt the book of the index ex- 
purgatorius of Rome is in the library of Prince- 
ton. Then let him consult the long list of books 
forbidden for their impiety and immorality, and 
he will find that his. Bible stands at the head of 
the list. Let him consult the pages of the his- 
tory of France, Italy, Spain, Ireland, England, 
Canada, and even the history of the United 
States, and he will see that Rome, as often as 
she has found her opportunity, instead of pro- 
claiming the divine authority of the true and 
unmixed Scriptures, has burned and destroyed 
them, as we burn and destroy a viper. Yes, let 
him open the store of his memory and vast 
science, and he will remember that, not only 
has Rome destroyed the true and undefiled 
Holy Scriptures every time she could do it 
safely, but she has invariably condemned to 
death those who have been found guilty of read- 
ing the Bible. 

The memory of Dr. Hodge can not be so bad 
as to have made him forget that the Madiai of 
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Florence, and the twelve noble young men in 
Spain, only yesterday, were condemned to 
death by the Holy Inquisition for the unpardon- 
able crime of having the Bible and reading it. 

That great theologian, following more the 
instincts of his kind nature and Christian feel- 
ings than the teaching of history, assures us that 
the Church of Rome “proclaims the divine au- 
thority of the Scriptures”! Yes, by putting the 
Holy Scriptures in the “Index,” at the head of 
the most damnable books which hell ever in- 
spired! 

Rome proclaim the divinity of the Scrip- 
tures! Yes, by torturing in her dark and filthy 
dungeons ; slaughtering on her gibbets; burning, 
in her auto da fé, the disciples of the dear 
Saviour who dare to read, love and follow those 
Holy Scriptures. Rome proclaims the authority 
of the Scriptures, says Dr. Hodge. Yes, says 
the history of these last thousand years; yes, 
answer millions of martyrs, she proclaims and 
acknowledges the divinity of the Scriptures just 
as the Jews acknowledged and proclaimed the 
divinity of Christ, by spitting in His face, nailing 
Him on the cross as a criminal, and killing Him 
between two thieves. 

_There are many deplorable things to be seen 
among the Protestants of the United States. 
But one of the most deplorable is the fatal 
tendency of so many to ignore the great apostasy 
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and abominations of Rome. In Europe, where 
Rome is better known, Principal -Cunningham 
called that church “the masterpiece of Satan” 
—and surely she is the masterpiece of Satan. 
But what a sad spectacle we have under our eyes 
on this continent! Almost everywhere the Bible- 
burning church of the Pope, instead of being op- 
posed by the children of God, is petted, helped 
and enriched, encouraged, strengthened and 
praised by the greater part of them. Every- 
where, with very little exception, the Protestants, 
shutting their eyes to the silent but rapid prog- | 
ress of Rome, sleep when the enemy is raising 
and arming his impregnable citadels, training 
his skillful legions, and sharpening his sword 
for the approach of the inevitable contest. 

But there will soon be an awakening, and 
it will be a terrible one. When the Protestants 
see the extent of their incredible folly in so be- 
traying the interests of truth and liberty into the 
hands of their greatest enemy, it will be too late! 
There will be then a Roman Catholic President 
in Washington. The armies of the great Repub- 
lic will then be commanded by Roman Catholic 
generals and officers; the fleets will be com- 
manded by Roman Catholic admirals, and the 
fortresses will be in the hands of Roman Cath- 

olic traitors. Then the treasure and the im- 
mense resources of this magnificent country will 
be at the mercy of the Jesuits, at the service of 
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the Pope, and the flag of liberty will be trampled 
in the dust. Then the American people, who 
are to-day sold into the hands of Rome by their 
politicians and lulled to sleep by their theolo- 
gians, will understand that when Rome speaks 
of the divine authority of the Scriptures it only 
means that the Bible must be dragged out of 
the schools, and torn away from the hands of 
the old and young, to make a bonfire. 

There are two things which Rome hates with 
an implacable hatred. They are the Bible and 
liberty. At any cost, Rome is bound to fight 
down these two things, till they are completely 
destroyed. But the more she hates our dear 
Bible and our glorious liberty, the more she 
conceals her hatred under the most deceptive 
words, and the most fictitious demonstrations of 
love and respect. It is just when she lays -the 
surest and most perfidious plans to drag away 
the Bible from the school and the private house 
that she proclaims most eloquently its divine 
authority, just as the murderer puts on a smil- 
ing face at the approach of his victim the better 
to prevent him from being on his guard. Thanks 
to the betrayals of the politicians, and the delu- 
sions of the theologians, except God makes a 
miracle of it, the Bible and liberty are doomed 
in the United States. 

Till lately I have had my doubts about that 
deplorable issue. But these last few years’ 
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study of things and men here makes it impos- 
. sible to entertain any doubt about it. Blind, in- 
deed, must be the man who does not see the 
portentous signs which foretell that the days of 
liberty are numbered, and will be very short. 
With the hundred thousand Protestants who 
give their daughters, their sons and their money 
to the Jesuits, and with the connivance, the 
silence, if not the public approbation, of thou- 
sands of ministers who dare not speak. out, 
Rome is raising her proud banner on every hill, 
in every valley, of the- United States. 

See how Rome is ruling in the midst of all 
our great cities, from New York to San Fran- 
cisco, from Quebec to Santiago. It would re- 
quire the united efforts, the stern energies, of all 
the disciples of the gospel to put a stop to the 
giant power and aggressive work of Rome; but, 
instead of trying to defeat the public and grand 
conspiracy of Popery against liberty and the 
Bible, the Protestants, with a few exceptions, 
are vying with each other who will most effi- 
ciently give aid and comfort to the enemy. 

Does Dr. Hodge take the ground that the 
’ Church of Rome proclaims the divine authority 
of the Scriptures? But there is not a student at 
Princeton who does not know that the faith of 
Rome in the Bible, and the so-called proclama- 
tion of their divine authority, are founded on 
what the logicians call a vicious circle. 
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Does not Rome boast that she receives the 


Holy Scriptures because they point to her as . 


the only infallible church, when, in the mean- 


time, she refers us to those Scriptures to prove — 


the title she has to the supreme respect and sub- 
mission of the nations? I ask my intelligent 
readers, what is all that bombast of Rome about 


her faith in the dignity of the Scriptures, if it 


is not a castle built in a misty cloud high in the 
air? Who can believe in the divinity of a thing 
in favor of which not a single reason can be 
given which can be accepted by common sense? 
Who will believe Rome, proclaiming the divine 
authority of the Scriptures, when she has no 
other argument or reason to our intelligence 
than a vicious circle! 

.Though there is a great deal of show in the 
Church of Rome, there is no real faith, even 
among the priests. The little faith which re- 
mains has no more solidity than the building 
raised on quicksand. From the highest to the 
lowest ranks of Rome, with very few exceptions, 
_infidelity and skepticism are the rule; very few, 
to-day, even among the priests of that apostate 
church, care anything for the Scriptures. 

They do not ask, “What saith the Lord?” 
but they ask, “What saith the Pope?” It is not 
necessary to be so profound a logician as the 


celebrated theologian of Princeton to understand — 


that with an “infallible Pope” there is no need 
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of an infallible Bible. It is just because the 
_ Scriptures ceased to be an authority in the 
Church of Rome that it was found necessary to 
' provide another authority to guide the human 
intellect. As the Holy Bible had ceased to be 
the oracle, the source of truth among the 
Roman Catholics, it was a question of life or 
death to find or invent a new oracle; a new 
fountain of truth and life. Yes, it became a 
necessity to proclaim an infallible Pope the very 
day that the Holy Scriptures had ceased to be 
an infallible guide. Many have misunderstood 
the terrible logic which forced the Roman Cath- 
_ olics, almost in spite of themselves, to proclaim 
the infallibility of the Pope. To every serious 
thinker, the proclamation of the dogma is the 
most natural and most logical fact. These last 
ten centuries the Roman Catholic nations have 
sternly, but in vain, tried to resist the logical 
consequences of the false and antichristian prin- 
ciples which their church had accepted as divine 
truths. The proclamation of the infallibility of 
the Pope is not only the logical consequence of 
the rejection of the divine authority of the 
Scriptures in the Church of Rome, it is also the 
last and ultimate effort of that apostate church 
to get forever rid of the Holy Scriptures, in 
every page of which she finds her condemnation 
written. From the profound thinker, Bossuet, 
to the learned Montalembert, many intelligent 
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Roman Catholics had foreseen and foretold that 
the proclamation of the infallibility would be a 
death-blow to the authority of the Scriptures, 
‘and would sweep away the last Christian prin- 
ciple from their church. 

But logic is stronger than men. When men, 
in a moment of blindness, have accepted a false 
principle to replace a Christian one, which they 
have rejected, they are dragged, in spite of 
themselves, into its fatal consequences. By ad- 
mitting the divinity of traditions which were 
opposed to Holy Scriptures, the Roman Cath- 
olics had prepared for the rejection of the au- 
thority of those infallible oracles, and the neces- 
sity of finding some other infallible guide. 

_ From one abyss the Roman Catholics had 
fallen into a profounder one, with the same fatal 
necessity and irresistible law by which a stone 
must roll to the bottom of the pit the very 
moment the crumbling support on which it 
rested on the side of the precipice had been 
removed. 

By proclaiming the divine authority of the 
tradition which gives an infallible Pope, and by. 
accepting that man as equal to God in wisdom 
and science,,the Roman Catholic Church has 
fallen to the bottom of an unfathomable abyss. 
Human folly and depravity could not go further. 
The last link which united Rome to the Chris- 
tian world has been cut. It is no more from 
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Christ, speaking to him through the Holy 
Ghost in the Scriptures, that the Roman Cath- 
olics will receive the truth—it is from the Pope. _ 
By taking away the corner-stone, Christ, whom 
the Father had laid as the foundation of His 
church, in order to give place to her infallible . 
Pope, Rome has renewed on earth the awful 
rebellion of Lucifer in heaven. 

And the Protestants who build the church 
of this modern Lucifer, like those who approve 
them, may be honest and learned, but they are 
mistaken men. They give help and comfort to 
the enemy. They are of those for whom Christ 
said on the cross: “Father, forgive them; they 
know not what they do,” C, Cuiniguy.* 


* This quotation from the Guatemala News is the original 
Chapter XXVL in “Forty Years in the Church of Christ,” age ark 
lished by Fleming H. Revell Company, of Chicago, New York 
and Toronto. 
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- can be had in his two great books 


Fifty Years in the Church of Rome 


Bound in maroon cloth, stamped in gold, 832 pages. 
Price, $2.25 


The Priest, the Woman and the 
Conlessional 


Bound in durable, light tan cloth, 296 pages. 
Price, $1.00 





Chiniquy’s many years in the Church of 
Rome as a priest, and his studies and experi- 
ence, particularly fitted him for the more than 
forty years of service he so nobly gave to the 
church of Christ. His entire familiarity with 
the Romish system—its dogmas, ideals and am- 
bitions—enabled him to expose, as but few 
men have ever dared or been able to do, the 
real purpose, intent and method of procedure 
of Romanists in his day and ours. Indeed, his 
predictions as to what Romanism would do in 
America in twenty-five years have already come 
to pass. 

If you want something vital and authorita- 
tive, order either one or both of the books 
advertised herewith. On receipt of price, they 
‘will be mailed to you postage free. Order from — 


THE STANDARD PRESS, CINCINNATI, O. 
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